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SADDAM HUSSEIN 


Preface 


‘Imperialism has finally realized that 
the revolution in Iraq has exceeded 
the limits of the ‘permitted revolution’ 
which it has become accustomed to see 
in the majority of Third World coun- 
tries, and particularly in the Arab 
World’’ 


With these words Comrade Saddam Hussein has 
accurately and clearly expressed the essence of the 
revolutionary experiment which is being led by the 
Arab Ba’th Socialist Party in Iraq as from 17-30 July 
1968 and the extent which the revolution has reached 
during the six years of its progress. 

Among the fundamental characteristics for the 
revolutionary experiment that ‘‘exceeded the allowed 
limits”’ is the fact that it is a revolution which analyses 
the existing situation accurately and objectively and 
anticipates the future with all its dangers, as well as 
its potential and available forces in the revolution’s 
interests. Also of its fundamental characteristics is 
the fact that it is a popular and democratic revolution 
which depends on the masses and the vanguard forces 
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and strives sincerely to explain to them the circum- 
stances and dangers surrounding the revolution and 
the needed prerequisites for progress and confrontation 
of imperialist and reactionary conspiracies so that 
they would have an aware and permanent participation 
in the difficult and many-sided aspects of the revolution. 

As is the case when the revolution engaged in 
the victorious battle of nationalization—in which 
it so rightfully established that it had gone beyond 
“the permitted limits” and that it was “a new-style 
revolution”—the revolution, while facing its difficult 
task of laying down the bases of autonomy for our 
Kurdish people and confronting the imperialist reac- 
tionary conspiracy as embodied in the rebellion of 
Mulla Mustafa al-Barazani in addition to the com- 
plicated and difficult tasks in the new circumstances 
arising from the October 1973 War, must make use 
of all decisive and basic instruments to explain to 
the people the truth, to expose the dangers and to 
define what is needed. 

In the following talks presented in this book which 
were delivered by Comrade Saddam Hussein on 
several occasions between September 1973 and April 
1974, one can trace the revolution’s path in its ideology, 
in forecasting the future, drawing up plans for confron- 
tation and preparing for what is needed, in addition 
to its honest and scientific dealings with the masses. 
Hence, this revolution must succeed in opening up 
a new path in the Arab revolutionary movement. 


Pin-Pointing 
the Essence 
of the 
Problem 


The text of the speech delivered by 
Comrade Saddam Hussein at the end 
of the third meeting held to discuss 
the proposal for autonomy for our 
Kurdish people at the National As- 
sembly building on Monday, 24 Sep- 
tember 1973. The meeting was attended 
by more than 200 nationalist and pro- 
gressive nationalist personalities at the 
invitation of the Regional Leadership 
of the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party in 
Traq. 


In the name of the Regional Leadership of the 
Arab Ba’th Socialist Party and the Revolutionary 
Command Council, I would like to thank those who 
attended these meetings and whose large contribution 
through their comments and observations, will no 
doubt affect to a large extent, the review of the draft 
law which was discussed at these meetings. 
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We said at the beginning that we did not, and do 
not, intend for these meetings to be a matter of form 
only, but for them to be in fact an opportunity for the 
interaction of ideas to such an extent that would allow 
us to best serve our people based on the conviction 
that national responsibility and serving the people 
cannot be fixed within the framework of political 
parties and organized national movements but also 
by allowing a large sector of the people and its national- 
ist, progressive nationalist and independent demo- 
cratic elements to express the people’s interests. 


I would like to point out, briefly, that both the 
laws and constitution are drawn up by man and that 
both are developed in accordance with the people’s 
needs and the development of the revolution in its 
various phases. What may at present be considered 
in its present format as being above all else—and I 
mean the constitution—can be changed. 

However, what we are always careful about, 
as I said earlier, that the amendment of the consti- 
tution should be undertaken in the same way as it 
was approved—that is to resort to the lawful means 
in the amendment of the constitution as well as other 
laws. 

As for the matter we are now discussing, namely 
the proposed autonomous rule for the Kurdistan 
region it is not—first and foremost and despite the 
importance of the provisions and the necessity of 
seeking accuracy to prevent misinterpretation and 
subsequent disputes—everything. It is in the first place 
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related to future intentions—in the long term—and 
to the convictions with regard to a provision that might 
develop by the Arabs, Kurds or the competent cons- 
titutional organizations. Otherwise it would be pos- 
sible to agree on a provision now and to refute it 
tomorrow. Thus, on this basis, the same authority, 
quarter, constitutional organization which approves 
the law of autonomy now—whether as a chapter in 
the constituion or as a law—can and in the same way 
refute it later whether it is a law or a provision in the 
constitution. 

However,.what is basically important lies in the 
extent of our belief in a provision to which we agree 
as a people,.first and foremost, and then as national 
organizations related to the state. The way by which 
a provision is drafted is important for the purpose of 
strengthening the conviction in the said provision and 
for prohibiting maneuvres with counter provisions. 
If a decision is formulated by five Iraqi individuals— 
regardless of their responsibility in the state—it is 
normally possible to change such a provision through 
ways and means which are much easier than if the 
provision has been drafted in the manner we are dealing 
with at present and which is to be discussed with the 
other organized national political parties, and sub- 
sequently submitted to the people until it takes its 
final form by way of the competent constitutional 
organizations. 

The second aspect which I would like to talk about 
is that we should not make mistakes with regard to 
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certain concepts so that we are unable to differentiate 
between our Kurdish people and the Democratic 
Kurdish Party (D.K.P.) to the extent that we will 
consider them one and the same. We must also not 
make a mistake when we imagine that the Arab Ba’th 
Socialist Party or that the national authority by way 
of its constitutional organizations—can possibly be 
parties to a dispute and that there is another opposing 
party, namely, our Kurdish people. This is an error 
in a concept, because the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party 
considers itself, by its fundamental ideology and in 
actual practice, the leader of the Iraqi people and not 
the Arabs alone within the Iraqi people. Here of course 
we limit ourselves to Iraq alone. 

Moreover, the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party is the 
political leadership which does not regard itself through 
its constitutional organizations as the Arabs’ authority 
alone. In fact it regards itself as the authority repre- 
senting the will of both the Arabs and Kurds alike, 
or the will of the whole of the Iraqi people with its 
Arabs, Kurds and other minorities. On this basis, the 
concept that the national authority is a party to a dis- 
pute in which our Kurdish people are the other party 
is unacceptable. 

In the third place, the proposal for the law of 
autonomy even if in its legal framework it embodies 
the rights of our Kurdish people, it is in its historical 
significance for the Iraqi people in general including 
the Arabs, Kurds and other minorities. 

Regardless of the many interpretations for selec- 
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ting the best legal and constitutional formula to express 
autonomy, the fundamental problem still lies in the 
question—as some of the brothers have said— as to 
what will be the solution if the Ba’th Party and the 
DKP arrive at a formula? The solution lies in pin- 
pointing the essence of the problem—that the Iraqi 
people, our people, are composed of two main nation- 
alities—Arab and Kurdish, as well as other minor- 
ities. The basic issue in acknowledging this reality 
is to admit to this truth psychologically, legally and 
constitutionally and to act accordingly. 

The other important point in this regard is that 
the Arab national should act with the same conviction 
and enthusiasm as the Kurdish national in relation 
to the social, political, ideological aspects of the rights 
connected to the subject we are discussing. Fanaticism 
should be met with open-mindedness, sectarianism 
with non-sectarian attitudes and inclinations which 
want autonomy to reach a stage where it will lose its 
balance with self-control. This is the way which will 
allow the ship we are steering to reach the peaceful 
shore—and there is no other way. 

There is yet one other point which is merely a 
comment of the experiment of Allende*. We can 


* Following the conspiracy of 30 June, a wave of fear ran among popular 
circles as a result of the crimes committed by gangs against families in Bagh- 
dad. The reason behind this fear was the great concern for the revolution to 
continue and not to fall as the experiment in Chile whose events were still 
remembered. The events were also coupled with economic sabotage attempts 
that resulted in the disappearance of certain supplies and consumer goods.- 
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confidently say that the “anti-Allende”’ will be buried 
here in Iraq. Allende’s experiment will not be repeated 
in this country—neither by word nor act. From our 
belief in the people and our self-confidence, and in 
the event that the laws which protect the masses and 
their future as well as the state and its security are 
found to be inadequate, we will promulgate new laws 
that will protect the people and their future and the 
state and its security. 

Nevertheless our self-confidence will not reach 
a level conceit that will blind us to the truth related 
to the maneuvres of imperialism and its agents in the 
area. These conceptions will not drive us to the point 
where we will not subject matters to accurate calcula- 
tions taking into consideration the forces and reserves 
that could be on our side and on the side of the enemy. 

This is a precious opportunity for us to talk a 
little about our ideas. We know that this country has 
been a target for the forces of imperialism. We also 
know that the revolution—during the phases of its 
development from 17-30 July 1968 and until today— 
has been carefully keeping track of developments in 
the Iraqi society, the Iraqi state and the counter-revol- 
utionary forces and their concepts. 

We know that just as in the point of view of the 
revolutionary strugglers there are methods for each 
stage, there are also in the point of view of the counter- 
revolutionary forces other methods for each stage. 
We must not ignore, too, following the nationalization 
of the oil industry in particular and the adoption of 
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the policy in 1972* which expressed the essence of 
the revolution, that imperialism tried to review all its 
previous plans and techniques as well as its traditional 
reserve Capacity which it deployed in previous battles 
with the aim of utilizing its clandestine reserves— 
which are very dear according to imperialism’s con- 
cepts and plans. Imperialism does not resort to its 
affiliated reserves unless it loses its ability to realize 
its aims through the deployment of its traditional 
reserves which it uses to confront revolutions in the 
Third World. 

We know that imperialism has finally realized, 
and particularly in 1972, that the revolution in Iraq 
has exceeded the limits of the “permitted revolution” 
which it has become accustomed to see in Third World 
countries, or rather the majority of Third World 
countries and particularly in the Arab World. We also 
know that imperialism and its agents have appreciated 
that the basis and formulae pursued by the revolution 
will result in the loss of imperialism’s interests in this 
area and will start fires around Iraq which will affect 
imperialism’s fundamental interests particularly its 
petroleum interests. 

We know that imperialism was surprised at 
several basic and important formulae in the policy 
pursued by this country. It was also similarly surprised 
~ * In 1972, the revolution nationalized the oil industry and the alliance 
with the USSR took the form of a pact. The revolution launched a concentrated 
campaign against US agents in the area-in the forefront of which were the 
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by several other experiments and in this connection 
we recall the Cuban experiment. If imperialism had 
envisaged that the Cuban affair would develop into 
what it is today it would have resorted to its affiliated 
(clandestine) reserve capacity much earlier to strike 
at the revolution in Cuba. But it had imagined that its 
reserve forces—the traditional forces—were capable 
of killing the revolution in its initial stage and prevent- 
ing it from developing within its laid strategy. And 
when it lost control it began to search for its clandestine 
reserve—but to no avail. The revolution had by that 
time become strong. 

Regardless of how much imperialism may search 
now for the affiliated reserve, it is unable to force the 
revolution to retreat or to destroy it. No matter how 
much people think that the revolution is unaware of 
what surrounds it, the revolution has open eyes and 
is capable—in all its stages when it decides to destroy 
the pockets of the counterrevolution—of fulfilling 
its role, heroically, accurately, unflinchingly and 
without panic. All that we hear and read are newly- 
created formulae aimed at confronting the revolution 
and exhausting it psychologically including these 
crimes which took place recently. These crimes are 
not those of sadists, as some people imagine, they are 
crimes perpetrated by traitorous agents. 

Those who have sold themselves to the foreigner 
will not escape punishment. And I do not recall the 
revolution having promised something and did not 
fulfil its promise. I am sure that those people who have 
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committed these crimes will be discovered and that 
they will receive their severe punishment. 

Those who carry out such acts are people entrusted 
and exploited through special means in the strenuous 
circumstances we are undergoing at present. In general, 
it is not sufficient for us to talk in bright terms about 
our forces, potentialities and our visions of imperial- 
ism. We must know, learn and accurately keep track 
of imperialism’s movements and we must plan with a 
clear foresight, the possible developments in plans, 
forces, reserves from within and without and prepare 
accordingly. The plans, concepts, ideas, internal and 
reserve forces that were utilized up to 1 March—the 
day the monopolistic companies were brought to 
their knees having acknowledged the nationalization 
in March of 1973—are no longer adequate to confront 
imperialism’s developed plans. On this basis we rea- 
lized that imperialism—having been surprised at the 
1972 revolutionary measures—reviewed its stand so 
as to lauch a counterattack. Consequently we pre- 
pared for it additional forces which were not taken into 
account in its plans and we can assure our nationalist 
brethren here in Iraq that the “‘Anti-Allende”’ will be 
buried in Iraq and Allende will not be from amongst 
us as was the case in Chile. 

No matter how much imperialism tries to picture 
for its agents and those people who stand in the so- 
called middle that the revolution is at a weak stage, 
we say to those people who think that it was Nazim 
Kazar—who protected the revolution and whose 


17 


demise will open wide the opportunity for them to 
play havoc with the country’s security—we say to 
them that they can continue to believe in this their 
vision—for we cannot prevent people from dreaming 
but that they will not be able with their dreams to 
achieve anything. We are certain that the dreams of 
the people—the honourable people—will in the end 
come true, not the dreams of traitorous agents. 


24 September 1973 
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The Authority 
and the 
People 


This is the text of the speech of Comrade 
Saddam Hussein delivered at the meet- 
ing convened by the Regional Com- 
mand of the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party 
in Iraq to discuss the proposal for 
autonomy for the Kurdistan region 
which was held at the National As- 
sembly building at 7.00 p.m. on 17 
October 1973 and attended by a large 
number of independent Kurdish per- 
sonalities. 


Brethren : 

In the name of the Regional Command of the 
Arab Ba’th Socialist Party I welcome those who ac- 
cepted the invitation and attended this meeting. I was 
supposed to give you the opportunity to discuss the 
proposal before my speech, but I thought it would be 
more beneficial if I preceded the discussion with some 
brief observations. 

Here I would like to repeat what I have said on 
numerous occasions before, that in such meetings 
we desire to enrich the proposal we are discussing. 
We do not want these meetings to be only a matter of 
form and we do not want support for what is wrong, 
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but we would like to have support for what is right. This 
is a lawful demand as we think, particularly when the 
support we require for the right is forthcoming from 
our people to which we belong and which belong to us. 

At a meeting of this kind we do not want it said 
that there are supporters of the authority and the Ba’th 
Party—that should not be the purpose of these meet- 
ings. 

It is the general policy—and the extent by which 
it is supported by the people with regard to its ultimate 
results not its finer details—which determines the 
position of the authority and the Ba’th Party in the 
minds and hearts of the Iraqi people—Arabs, Kurds 
and minorities. For a long time now, we have started 
from the concept which we had announced at similar 
meetings before—that every human being 1s liable 
to make a mistake in his estimation of a situation, 
and there is no subject on which he 1s totally correct. 
All matters which we stipulated—whether they are in 
the form of laws or decisions—always represent the 
point of view of those drawing them up and express 
their opinion with regard to a certain subject in a speci- 
fic social situation. And since in societies interpreta- 
tions of basic principles and other details do not 
necessarily coincide, it is natural that the opinion of 
others from among the people is sought with regard to 
any problem that is being discussed, particularly 
problems of destiny, such as the one we are dealing 
with now. When we talk about people’s democracy, 
how do we express such democracy? How do we 
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express the maturity of decisions of destiny ? They are 
expressed by way of consulation by referring them to 
public opinion for discussion in newspaper articles. 
They are also expressed by discussing them in a council 
representing the people. This we have not reached yet 
and we are preparing for it. 

It is therefore only natural that we should seek 
the most appropriate methods which lead to the ma- 
turity of the point of view of the people. We prefer that 
this should be done with the knowledge of everybody— 
or what represents the opinion of the majority of our 
people—Arabs, Kurds and minorities—on a proposal 
like the proposal for autonomy which we are discus- 
sing at present. 

In this meeting we do not intend to wrest the 
support of some of our brothers for a particular 
party in deference to another, nor do we intend to 
exclude a category, party or individuals and prevent 
them from putting over their point of view to those 
circles of their choice. You are aware that members of 
the DKP had submitted a proposal but we did not 
discuss it. In fact that proposal, as we see it, 1s far- 
removed from the concept of autonomy. We certainly 
must discuss proposals in the spirit of a united people. 
The Arab national must ascertain that he represents 
the point of view of the Kurdish national with regard 
to the latter’s affiliation to the Iraqi people, the Iraqi 
nation and the law of autonomy. Likewise, the Kurdish 
national must represent his Arab brother in these 
matters. 
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This spirit will make of us a united people, capable 
of confronting imperialism and its plans with deter- 
mination and thereby depriving it from being able 
to exploit the loopholes and emerging from them 
with secondary achievements that do not conform to 
the general path of progress we are trying to build. 

If we aimed at monopolizing the proposal for 
autonomy we would have refrained from discussing 
it with Arab national, progressive national and inde- 
pendent personalities. If we intended to exclude a 
particular faction, we would have discussed the pro- 
posal with you alone as Kurdish nationalists, progres- 
sives and independents. But we were careful to discuss 
this subject with the parties and Arab and Kurdish 
nationalists, progressives and independents—from a 
psychological and political point of view—namely, 
that we should not consider this proposal as the final 
form for the law of autonomy for our Kurdish people 
within the Republic of Iraq. If we considered this to 
be the final form of the proposal you would have heard 
of it through the radio and television. 

Hence, we do not think it 1s right to bring people 
to account for their lawful opinions. I would like those 
present to know that we welcome any opinion whether 
it could be described as extreme or moderate. We will 
not seek for long those opinions which coincide or 
differ with ours. We seek the truth—and not all the 
truth in details is necessarily incorporated in this pro- 
posal which we have submitted. The truth is what we 
are seeking and it is in itself what we are discussing 
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with you and the rest of the brothers so that we may 
arrive at it. Our previous discussions on the subject 
have enriched us with regard to the subject whether 
in the fundamental principles, the side-issues or legal 
forms. 

Thus, I hope that you will discuss the proposal 
freely and that you will choose the path that expresses 
your opinion regardless of those aspects which you 
consider as coinciding with or differing from the point 
of view of the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party. At the same 
sime time we hope—and we are certain of it—that 
you will discuss this proposal and that you will take 
into consideration the extent by which your opinions 
coincide or differ with your Iraqi national conscience 
and the future of this country which includes as bro- 
thers, Arabs, Kurds and the other minorities. 

Our main aim is to find out how the future of Iraq 
can be built, and what are the controls—which we 
must find—for the relations between Arabs and Kurds 
and the relation of the Arabs to the society they live 
in and the state to which they belong. Also the relation 
of our Kurdish national to the state to which he be- 
longs. We wish to discuss the proposal in this spirit 
and we hope that we will be able to arrive at the truth, 
not only in its general principles but also in its details. 

We believed at the beginning that our proposal 
constituted the best formulae but now realize that 
it is not so in its details. Discussions we held with your 
brothers earlier have shown us that there are certain 
shortcomings in some of the provisions. You will see 
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after the discussion that the proposal will be different 
to the version you have read. There is no greater evi- 
dence of our respect for the opinion of our brothers, 
who make an honest and national effort, than the fact 
that we take into consideration whatever they point 
out to us as shortcomings and we put their correct 
interpretations into practice. 

Finally, I would like to explain once more that 
this proposal, following it discussion, will be submitted 
to the Front leadership as we said before. Subsequently 
the Front’s proposal will be submitted to the DKP for a 
friendly and amicable discussion. 


Brethren : 

We do not prejudge anyone, and we do not intend 
to exclude any quarter, category or party. We find 
ourselves in need of even the infants of this country 
and first and foremost we need all the national parties 
and the benevolent citizens who over the years have 
become leaders of thought and politics in this country. 
When we say that we are in need of even the infants 
in the country, this does not stem from weakness 
but from the requirements of our great aims as Iraqi 
people and as strugglers in the vast Arab homeland— 
which requires us to have lofty principles and aims 
and demands from us a great struggle. On this basis 
we are in need of every individual in the society and 
this need is of a basic not temporary or accidental 
nature. 
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I hope that during the discussions most of the 
brothers will be able to express their views and that, 
if you see fit, each paragraph and its possible alterna- 
tive is dealt with separately, and objections to any 
subject, paragraph or article are expressed clearly. 
With regard to the political ideology we believe that 
in basic issues our views are not widely divergent since 
we acknowledge that every one of us does not consider 
himself a Kurd or an Arab—but an Iraqi citizen of 
Kurdish or Arab origin. I also presume that we do 
not have divergent views with regard to this proposal— 
called the proposal for autonomy for our Kurdish 
people—which could be called the law of autonomy 
proposed by all the Iraqi people—Arabs, Kurds and 
minorities. I firmly believe that if we do not possess 
these concepts we are actually preparing an opportu- 
nity for imperialism to exploit the loopholes arising 
from disunity, and consequently imperialism will be 
able to separate our people thus facilitating the passage 
of its conspiracies to destroy the ambitions of our 
people. 

17 October 1973. 


The Emergence of 
The March Manifesto 
and the Law 

of 


Autonomy 


On Monday, 11th. March, 1974, and 
on the eve of the promulgation of the 
Law of Autonomy for Kurdistan region, 
a plenary session of the national, and 
progressive nationalist personalities 
was convened at Khuld Hall, by the 
H.C. N.N. P. F. A speech was delivered 
by Comrade Saddam Hussain, on the 
development of the dialogue with the 
D. K. P., with respect to the implemen- 
tation of the articles of the historical 
Manifesto of March 11, 1970, and 
the Law of Autonomy for Kurdistan 
region. Comrade Hussain answered 
a number of questions on the prerequi- 
sites for the application of the Law 
of Autonomy in Kurdistan. 


31 


Brothers : 

Our meeting today shall be devoted to explain 
to you directly the development of the dialogue carried 
out by the High Committee of the National Nationalist 
Progressive Front (HCNNPF), Democratic Kur- 
distan Party (DKP) and those concerned in its leader- 
ship. The law of Autonomy for our Kurdish people in 
Kurdistan region shall be promulgated in a few hours. 
That, however, will not reduce the importance of 
our discussion with you. Several sessions have already 
been held to discuss the proposal or rather, the draft 
law on autonomy for Kurdistan region. In the copies 
of the draft distributed to you, you may clearly see 
that they include the views which you had expressed 
sometime ago. 

Before talking about the dialogue, it will be 
necessary to make a brief account of the emergence 
of the Manifesto of March I1. 

After four years, and at the time of promulgating 
the Law of Autonomy which constitutes the essence 
of the Manifesto of March 11, it is necessary to know 
how the Manifesto itself came to light. 

You all know the state of affairs in Iraq in 1970; 
the political trends, the negative accumulations of 
the past in relations among the national political 
movements as well as the negative relations between 
the Arab Ba’th Socialist Party and the DKP. You 
all know that in 1970, the leading ABSP was not, 
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hitherto, completely capable of playing its leading 
role in the armed forces. Certain high ranking elements 
in the armed forces did not have any faith in the essence 
of the Manifesto of March 11, 1970. Due to the comp- 
lications which dominated existing relations and the 
Iraqi society before March 11, those elements—which 
were not few—considered the issue of such a manifesto, 
as tantamount to striking a blow against them and 
depriving them of any means of self-defence. Nor did 
the Iraqi society as a whole, have faith in the Manifesto 
of March 11. Therefore the leading party had to launch 
a difficult struggle within the society, so that the Mani- 
festo of March 11, 1970, would see the light of day. 

In so far as the issue of the Manifesto in those 
days would have consolidated the position of the 
leading party, it was an unusual calculated risk after 
taking into consideration the circumstances referred 
to above. 

Before that contacts were with the DKP. Certain 
proposals were presented by its representative to end 
the state of armed conflict. These proposals were 
aimed mainly at ending the economic blockade which 
was then imposed on the Kurdish fighters. The repre- 
sensative, Mr. Dara Tawfik, was frankly told that these 
were not the objectives for which the Kurds were 
fighting. If there had been sincere intentions for setting 
up new democratic relations within the Iraqi society, 
and for mending the breach within it, we ought to ve 
informed of the proposals and the final aims for which 
you are fighting. 
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Mr. Aziz Sherif was informed of the same thing 
during his first trip to the northern region. 

The dialogue, however, was developed so that 
the Manifesto of March 11, would incorporate the 
essence of the good will of the Iraqi people and their 
active national political forces. 

As we are gathering to-day at this hall, four years 
have elapsed since the Manifesto of March 11, was 
issued, As you know many achievevements were 
accomplished during the four years but also there were 
impediments. Particularly in the relations with the 
DK P, and the exceptional or rather, abnormal 
conditions in the northern region of our dear home- 
land. 

There are several areas in the northern region 
where neither state authority nor its laws could play 
an essential role in defining the prevailing social rela- 
tions there. I believe that no one in Iraq is not aware 
of this fact. 

In conformity with the logic outlined above, and 
depending on future anticipations as well as the prin- 
ciples we hold, and the bases we deem proper for 
building up to the society for which we are fighting, 
we refused to have the Manifesto of March 11, merely 
as a further development of the Declaration issued 
during the Al-Bazzaz era on June 29*, which put the 
cease-fire into effect. 

* This Declaration was issued during the reactionary Aref regime at 
a time when Al-Bazzaz was Prime Minister. Although it contained no serious 


steps related to the D. K. P. slogan: “Democracy for Iraq”’ and “‘Autonomy 
for Kurdistan’’, yet, it was accepted by the D. K. P. 
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Therefore, it is only too natural that the Manifesto 
of March 11, should be considered as an end to all 
negative manifestations and extraordinary phenom- 
ena which prevailed prior to this date. 

However, thecontentsofthe Manifesto of March11, 
have been and will remain useful for settingup national 
relations which the Iraqi people and all political forces 
believe to be ultimately in their interest. 

You know that at previous talks held at the Na- 
tional Assembly we had rejected the idea of discussing 
the March Manifesto, i.e., discussing its principles, 
as aad been proposed by one of our brothers. Is the 
March Manifesto necessary ? “Is 1t necessary to esta- 
blish autonomy or, can it be supposed that opportun- 
ities could be created only in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Iraqi laws, the principles maintained by the 
regime and those held by the Front inside the Iraqi 
Society ? In reply to that brother, it was stated that 
we had met to discuss the matter and that we had 
faith in bringing about and applyting autonomy for 
our Kurdish people’. 

Holding the same convictions, we are meeting 
in this hall, as representatives of the HCNNPF 
to explain the developments of the dialogue concern- 
ing the proposed autonomy which was first put for- 
ward by the Regional Leadership of the Arab Ba’th 
Socialist Party as a working paper that finally culmin- 
ated in a law which has been ratified today, the 11th of 
March, 1974. The door was kept open to everybody; 
political forces and citizens not affiliated to any parties, 
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to discuss the working paper. The views put torward 
were discussed at the time with good intentions towards 
ideas and opinions presented by Iraqi patriots, whether 
they are affiliated or non-affiliated to a particular 
political party. 

In the course of the dialogue held with the D K P, 
several views were put forward. When concerned, as 
far as their opinions were concerned, the brothers 
would sometimes argue that the Manifesto of March 
11, had been issued in March 1970 and that a long 
span of time had clapsed between March 11, 1970 and 
the time at which we were discussing the proposal of 
autonomy and that in the meantime society was devel- 
oping and ideas were changing. 

The latter part is true: ideas change and societies 
develop. But does the former mean that through 
progress sound commitments should be renounced? 
This was the question that was posed before the leaders 
of the D K P,, in the course of the dialogue. 

We understand progress and we have faith in any 
advancement. But we would not, by any means, con- 
sider, believe or render the word progress and the 
concept of advancement as a cover, up for renouncing 
sound commitments, especially those regarding rela- 
tions among one people and questions of destiny like 
those under discussion. 

In conformity with the concept of progress we 
asked our brothers in the K D P, if we could allow 
any faction, individual or group within Iraqi society 
to put forward the following question: ‘‘why the issue 
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of the Manifesto of March 11, and why autonomy?” 
That is, can we allow in harmony with this attitude, 
that any faction which might apear within Iraqi so- 
ciety, to demand that cancellation of the Manifesto 
of March 11, and the aberogation of autonomy ? 

That does not mean that we believe that such a 
faction will appear or that we will permit its appear- 
ance. Nevertheless, by saying this we do not wish to 
silence views Opposing ours in an unlawful manner. 
However, we believe that since March 11, 1970 the 
will of the Iraqi people was united in agreement on 
the proposal. The Iraqi people were implicitly polled 
as evidenced from the demonstrations of joy and 
happiness. Any new ideas which fall outside the frame- 
work of the concepts incorporated in the Manifesto 
of 11 March, are considered to be a danger to Iraqi 
society and the future of Iraq. 

Hence, we do not believe in, nor do we permit 
any counter ideas which state that there is no need for 
the Manifesto of March 11, and there is no need for 
the implementation of autonomy for our Kurdish 
people in the Kurdistan region. 

The dialogue was protracted but practical and it 
commenced on 16 January 1974. Actually it did not 
begin on that date. The dialogue on the Manifesto of 
March 11, its application and essence, 1.e., autonomy, 
has been in progress ever since March 11, 1970 up 
until this morning. As we will show, the dialogue dealt 
mainly with the basic principles related to the concept 
of autonomy although the dialogue did not directly 
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involve the question mentioned or the formula 
explained, yet, through the proposals and counter 
proposals submitted, it dealt mainly with these bases. 
To clarify some of the divergent opinions, the 
following are examples of the discussion during the 
dialogue. As I said earlier on a discourse took place 
with some of the brothers from the DK P, and to 
keep historical records straight, it was Mr. Mohammed 
Mahmood Abdul Rahman who spoke at the meeting 
of the National Assembly held on the date mentioned 
above. Attending were Mr. Habib Muhammed Kerim, 
secretary of the D K P, and other representatives of 
the DK P, and also Mr. Mukkarem Al Talabani, 
Mr. Ghanim Abdul Jalil and myself representing the 
National Front, A number of brothers from the Arab 
Ba’th Socialist Party and the Communist Party (C.P.) 
were also present. There were, in addition, certain 
patriotic elements and progressive nationalists includ- 
ing Mr. Hisham Al Shawi and Mr. Abdul Latif Al 
Shawwaf. Independent Kurds, namely, Mr. Ihsan 
Shiraz and Mr. Fuad Arif—as well as others. 
Among the topics which had been raised, was the 
argument which said that circumstances had changed, 
and that a long span of time had elapsed since the 
Manifesto of March 11, was issued in 1970, and since 
the time, the discussion was held on the law of Auto- 
nomy. “It was stated that if certain opinions were to be 
submitted by the D K P, which run contrary to the 
text and concepts of the Manifesto of March 11, they 
should fall within the scope of this framework’’, The 
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brothers from the D K P,, were informed that matters 
were being discussed according to the provisions and 
concepts of the Manifesto of March 11, and that the 
discussion should be confined to the concepts, and not 
involve interpretations of the provisions incorporated 
therein. 

In his opening statements, Mr. Habib Muhammed 
Kerim pointed out that many peoples found their 
way to the United Nations. He was informed that we 
were discussing the destiny of one people and not 
different peoples which could be represented at the 
U.N. We were discussing a proposal for autonomy 
and, not a proposal for creating a new state in Iraq. 
He subsequently apologized and explained that he 
was not referring to such concepts. Nevertheless, 
we are convinced that at that time he had meant to 
bring up some such ideas. 

The National Front’s proposal was handed over 
to the D K P,, on 12 December 1973. The first meeting 
between the representatives of the Front and the 
D K P, was held on 16 January 1974. The dialogue 
continued—and the last meeting, which was then in- 
tended to be a plenary session as it was supposed to 
include all representatives, was planned for 2 March 
1974. But we were surprised by the absence of the repre- 
sentatives of the DK P. A decision was adopted by 
the Front that the draft law or autonomy should be 
promulgated at the fixed time, even if the dialogue 
failed to produce any agréement with the DK P, 
or even if the DKP did not express its desire to join 


39 


the national parties and forces, to issue the draft law 
on autonomy on the fixed date. 

Each of you has a copy of the laws, and surely 
you must have read it earlier. In our opinion and inter- 
pretation this law constitutes the fundamental concepts 
of the Manifesto of March 11, 1970. Also taking into 
the particular inclinations of our people and their 
particular circumstances, and at the same time making 
full use of the experiences of other peoples, we believe 
that is actual autonomy. 

Subsequently there was a discussion on the de- 
marcation of the administrative borders of the region 
of autonomy. We said that such a demarcation should 
be carried out according to the following rules: Demar- 
cation of the administrative borders of the autonomous 
region on the basis of the national presence and popu- 
lation density the region which 1s to be autonomous, 
is the basic point in defining the region which is to be 
a part of the State and the whole territory of the country 
and subject to total sovereignty of the State. Moreover 
we understand the demarcation of the administrative 
borders as not being based on absolute separation i.e., 
isolation. In other words, to isolate all the Kurds, 
extract them out of Iraqi society, place them on a piece 
of land with fences built around it and prevent them 
from moving out of this area. We also understand 
autonomy as not being based on the isolation of the 
non-Kurdish Iraqis from the autonomous region in 
an absolute manner and according to the concepts 
mentioned above. Our understanding of autonomy 
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is that it should mean complete amalgamation, along- 
side the demarcation of a region where national rights 
would be excercised within Iraq and under Iraqi 
sovereignty in the present and future. 

Accordingly, we cannot demarcate the shadow— 
so to speak—of any citizen of the nationality granted 
autonomy, as a fixed territory belonging to the autono- 
mous region. To clarify this concept let us consider 
our actual situation—a matter which is being discussed 
now in this hall. The Iraqi people are composed of 
two main nationalities and other minorities. 

This is Iraqi society. The Arab Iraqi citizen is 
found in Kerbela and in Arbil; also there is a Kurdish 
Iraqi citizen in Kirkuk, and in Basra. It 1s possible 
that the total Kurdish citizens living in Iraq outside 
the autonomous region may outnumber all Kurdish 
citizens living in any other mixed area. Hence, can 
we understand autonomy as being related to the pres- 
ence of a citizen belonging to the nationality granted 
autonomy and should the demarcation of the adminis- 
trative borders be based on this principle? If this 
concept is to be adopted, we would be unable to demar- 
cate the administrative borders of the autonomous 
region. 

This was the fundamental observation on which 
our concepts were based during the discussion on the 
question of demarcating the administrative borders 
of the autonomous region. When embarrassed, our 
brothers would attempt to resort to historical facts, 
arguing that Kurds had existed in such and such an 
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area. Countering this logic, we would say that it may 
be possible to refer to history but this is not the purpose 
demarcating the autonomous region ; for any one state 
and in any one society stress should be made on the 
population density of the nationality granted autonomy 
even if historically such nationality did not exist in a 
said area and had existed in another region, where at 
present, it exists no more. 

The logic of tracing the presence of citizens for 
the purpose of demarcating the political frontiers of 
any state, taking into account historical considerations 
of ancient times, has fallen through international 
agreements. The Arabs, for example, may not claim 
Spain or any other area outside the borders of the Arab 
homeland, on the grounds that they used to exist there 
in the past. 

Basically, and more important than all this we 
should hold our discussion within the framework of 
the logic which preserves our unity, safeguards our 
future, creates amicability between us, establishes 
confidence and unifies our hopes not only in conform- 
ity with the present but also in the future. 

A proposal was subsequently put forward by our 
brothers calling for the division of Iraq’s rescurces in 
proportion to the population, and drawing up the 
budget of the autonomous region accordingly. Quietly 
and amicably, the representatives of the D.K.P., were 
told that there were the following objections to this 
proposal. 

This reasoning was alien to the principle of auton- 
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omy. It could not be the logic of one people. It could 
be suitable for a confederation, but not for autonomy. 
It could not be appropriate even for a united people, 
if the question of autonomy were to be put aside. 

If such calculations were to be applied to one 
people is it possible to grant the Amara governorate 
a part of Iraq’s resources 1n proportion to the popula- 
tion of Amara for example? If we were to act within 
this framework, how can we establish a balanced 
economy based on central indices taking into consid- 
eration present and future calculations ? 

Backwardness in Iraq, in whatever region, 1s 
given extraordinary attention for its elimination. But 
it is impossible to distribute the country’s resources 
in proportion to the population. It is known, moreover, 
that apart from the state budget and the development 
plan, there are special allocations for dealing with the 
state of backwardeness in Kurdistan. This 1s legitimate 
and we believe in it through our full responsibility 
for the Iraqi people, and through our high sense of 
responsibility towards our people in the Kurdistan 
region. Hence, a special section will be included in the 
next five-year plan devoted to the domination of 
backwardness in Kurdistan—a matter which 1s legiti- 
mate and we shall endeavor to implement it. 

As was pointed out the dialogue was discontinued 
on 2 March 1974. Efforts made by some good people, 
brought Mr. Idris Al Barazani to Baghdad. As we 
had only a short spell of time, less than four days, a 
hasty meeting was held last Friday with brother Idris. 
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We were determined to promulgate the draft law of 
Autonomy on the fixed date,1.e., today, in conformity 
with the decision of the Regional Conference of the 
ABSP, and the NNPF. Since this matter is still 
under discussion, it is likely that someone may ask, 
why this determination; and what could happen 
if autonomy should be. announced, let us say, in two 
months time? In answer to this question, we would 
say that the determination to put into effect the Law 
of Autonomy on March I1, 1974, at the latest 1s not 
a question of form, but in our calculations a funde- 
mental matter. Iraqi people have, for a long time in the 
past, been accustomed to passive manifestations during 
their relationship with previous regimes. For a long 
time they got accustomed to hear promises pledged, 
but not fulfilled, by the rulers. Therefore, the punctual 
implementation of promises is one of the important 
prerequisites for the restoration of self-confidence 
and the re-establishment of trust between leaders or 
rulers and the people. 

Our Kurdish people, more than the rest of Iraqi 
people, are especially in need to see the Law of Autono- 
my put into effect not later than this day. This is because 
since March I1, 1970, they have been subjected to 
suspicious rumours spread by many factions and 
groups, both inside and outside the country, regarding 
the intentions of the authorities and the Front, with 
respect to the enforcement of Autonomy tn the Kurd- 
istan region. Thus due the determination to promulgate 
the Law of Autonomy on the fixed date, is a matter of 
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principle and not form. 

As we pointed out earlier, the dialogue did not 
start on 16 January 1974. It started on March I1, 1970, 
and continued till March I1, 1974. 

‘‘An extra month’s time will not be a substitute 
for the last four years’. Nevertheless, we pursued a 
flexible attitude, which we explain below. 

We met with brother Idris Al Barazani and we 
wanted to find out what was new in the DK P’S think 
ing. He expressed the DK P’s desire to reach agree- 
ment with the Front, stating that they had no intention 
to fight, and that they were actually willing to reach a 
solution. In a long conversation which lasted more than 
an hour, he emphasized that the restoration of confi- 
dence was a fundemental point for reaching agreement. 
In reply we stated that we joined them on the question 
of restoring confidence and that we shared with them 
all matters put forward by them with respect to 
good intentions and their importance. But what ts the 
way that leads to the restoration of confidence? How 
could we re-establish confidence? The question of 
confidence is not, after all, a personal or a family 
affair. It is an objective question within the subject we 
are discussing. Confidence will be consolidated by as 
many steps as would be taken to reach agreement and 
will be weakened by as much as we may differ 
with each other. Keeping in mind these objective 
considerations, and not any other considerations, 
what practical steps could be taken that may consoli- 
date this confidence from our point of view? What 
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consolidated confidence is abiding by or implementing 
our commitments as a Front on their fixed dates; 
the commitments which we have pledged to the Iraqi 
people in general and our Kurdish people in particular, 
that is, putting autonomy into effect on the fixed date, 
March 11, 1974, as the latest. 

We frankly told him that for a long time we have 
heard such talk from many responsible people in the 
DK P and yet, confidence was deteriorating. No 
agreement in opinion had been reached and no joint 
proposal was formulated that could be presented to 
our Iraqi and Kurdish people. We therefore hope that 
we will have before us advanced positive and serious 
proposals—well-intended and formulated, so that 
we may study them seriously before March 11, 1974. 

Our position, he was told, is as follows: 

“From to-day, the 9th of March, 1974 and untill 
12 a.m., March 11, 1974, discussion of any serious 
formula will be accepted. It is our concern that you 
should be among the national forces that have approv- 
ed the draft law on autonomy, so that the law may 
be issued in the name of all national parties. After 
12 a.m., March 11, 1974, we will be unable to discuss 
any proposal you may submit so that a joint declara- 
tion might be made, since that will not be possible in 
practice in view of the fact that the Law of Autonomy 
will be promulgated after 12 a.m. on March 11, 1974. 
Nevertheless, the door will remain open to you for a 
period of 15 days, following the promulgation of the 
Law of Autonomy for the Kurdistan region, to allow 
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you to join the National Front and to abide by the 
Law of Autonomy. Until that time we will under- 
take to consider you as our allies, provided that there 
are no extraordinary acts that violate security and the 
Law. If such acts occur, we will withdraw our under- 
taking. At the sametime, we will not seek an alternative 
to you in this connection, before the expiry of the 
stipulated 15-days period. After that, we will not accept 
to be your allies. 

That was, in brief, an exposition of the develop- 
ment of the dialogue with the D K P. We will restrict 
ourselves to these remarks, so that you may pose, 
without any embarrassment, any question which we 
shall answer. Thank you. 

After completing his explanation of the funde- 
mental problems related to the Law of Autonomy for 
the Kurdistan, Comrade Saddam Hussain answered 
questions put forward by those present. 

In answer to a number of questions on the Natio- 
nal Front’s definition of an ally on the 15-day period 
of grace granted to the D K P following the promul- 
gation of the Law of Autonomy, and on the revolu- 
tion’s course of action in the event that an alliance 
with the DK P would not be achieved, Comrade 
Saddam Hussain stated the following: 

Every Party, including the ABSP constitutes a 
minority in proportion to the population. At times, 
a party may represent a minority, but at others, it 
might constitute a majority. When figures representing 
organized party members, are taken into account, 
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when the will of the concerned party does not coincide 
with that of the people, then that party constitutes a 
minority. But when it represents, by its will and daily 
conduct, the people’s will, when its acts correspond 
to the people’s objectives, in present and future calcu- 
lations, then it constitutes a majority. 

In Iraq, there are various parties. The Iraqi society 
is composed of a non-affiliated majority, that is not 
associated, from the organizational point of view, 
with any party. Each party claims that it represents 
the will of the Iraqi people and, that it is struggling 
on this basis. Therefore, and as far as the A.B.S.P. 
is concerned, it does not consider itself as represent- 
ative of the Arabs alone. This matter stems from the 
Party's political and basic considerations and from 
its responsibility to its principles and policies and its 
role of state leadership. 

The Party’s constituion does not confine party 
membership to those of a particular race. All those 
who have faith in the future of the Arabs and fight for 
the sake of the Arab nation, have the right to join the 
ABSP As for its responsibility of state leadership, 
the Party considers itselfa leader, not only of the Arabs, 
but also of the State which is responsible for all citi- 
zens, Arabs, Kurds and other minorities. 

As regards the Communist Party—as long as 
I am talking on behalf of the Front, I am entitled to 
talk about the Front’s allied parties, as far as my know- 
ledge would permit—it maintains that it does not 
represent the Arabs alone, but includes in its rank 
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and file Arabs, Kurds and other minorities. In its 
actions and struggles it moves within the framework 
defined by its principles and policies. Hence, the D.K.P. 
is not the sole representative of the Kurdish people. 
It represents them only partially, and its representation 
gets broader or narrower, depending on the extent 
of its with the legitimate principles the Kurds are fight- 
ing for with the aim of building up the Iraqi society 
and within the aims of the clear objectives and what 
ensures the application of the Manifesto of March 
11, 1970. 

This is one side of the matter, the other is that, 
though the will of the concerned people of the D K P 
would, more or less, differ from that of the parties 
allied under the Front, yet, we do not believe that this 
difference represents, necessarily, the will of the broad- 
est masses of the DKP itself. These are the basic 
principles of our outlook for the future. However, we 
would like to state clearly that until the last day of 
the 15-day period, starting from today, the DKP 
is entitled to join the Front, through its present repre- 
sentatives. After this time limit, it may be possible 
that new representatives of the DK P may come 
forward and join the Front. 

In saying this we hope that it would not be under- 
stood that there are prearranged designs to do away 
with the role of the DK P through its concerned 
representatives. It should be stressed, however, that 
politicians who are responsible for this people and the 
course of a struggle, must not confine their thinking 
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to one-sided estimations. In their political delibera- 
tions, they must always take into account, multi-sided 
processes as viewed in the light of possible political 
developments and the conclusions derived from these. 
The issue does not lie within the scope of traditional 
tactical calculations but within the full responsibility 
for any events following the application of autonomy 
and the setting up of socialist society in Iraq. Until 
the end of the 15-day period we will remain concerned 
to see that the DKP, through its present represent- 
atives, is part of the movement concerned with the 
building up of the new society, the society whose main 
objectives have been embodied in the principles of the 
17 and 30 July revolution of 1968. 

We are concerned to keep our society from sus- 
taining any shock, however small it might be. We are 
concerned to proceed with building and not to be 
involved in disputes and conflicts. We are concerned 
to see the good will of all Iraqis, whether they are party 
members or not, united in an effort to confront those 
with evil intentions who are spread along our frontiers 
and, who in their present and long-term calculations, 
are still taking into account certain positions, limited 
as they are, within our country. We are fighting to 
build a new happy and prosperous society. Therefore, 
as I have already mentioned, we are even in need 
of Iraqi children; we are in need of every will, of course, 
constructive wills that fight against imperialism and 
imperialist agents, wherever they may be and that build 
up the socialist society whose outlines have been 


50 


distinctly defined by the revolution’s objectives and 
the Front’s Charter of National Action. 

We know that our Kurdish toiling people of the 
Iraqi masses and the whole of our people in Kurdistan 
are in need of stability. They have been and still are 
in need of construction, amity and work as well. 
Nevertheless, we have to state frankly that we cannot, 
as politicians, and as responsible people, confine 
ourselves and our thinking to one phase of political 
action. We have not, and will not act in this manner. 
Therefore, we will be happy if the DK P would 
retract from its position and unite its will with that 
of the parties allied under the N N PF, with regard 
to the Law of Autonomy for our Kurdish people. 

A brother asks, saying: It could be inferred from 
what you have stated that there are some intentions 
which are not in harmony with the national unity. 
The concept of autonomy, as demonstrated by the 
Law, is scientifically clear and sound. Do you think the 
Iranian aggressive acts are timed in a manner that Is 
suitable to the D K P.’s concept which actually rejects 
the proposal for autonomy ? 

To start with, we must state that passive pheno- 
mena which may appear in societies are not, necessa- 
rily, originated by imperialism which, nevertheless, 
would not allow any exceptional passive phenomenon 
to escape its schemes. In the event of the existence 
of a passive phenomenon that could hurt the unity and 
integrity of any society, especially the Third World 
societies imperialism would certainly, take hold of 
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that phenomenon and will try to make use of it, handle 
its passive aspects in a manner that will harm the 
society concerned and obstruct its progress. As we are 
talking about Iraqi society, imperialism will not hest- 
tate to develop any passive phenomenon that may 
appear within Iraqi society, and to follow up on its 
development as a means of subversion, to fulfill its 
present and future anticipations. 

The Iraqi society and people, as well as the revol- 
ution in this country have become targets. They are 
becoming more so, with the escalation of the giant 
steps taken to strike at the imperialist bases and to 
build up the new society. At the same time, as more 
serious steps are taken on the road leading to autono- 
my, certain reactionary conspiracies from behind 
the frontiers are being intensified. We must not differ- 
entiate between the skirmishes on the borders and 
the wish of those instigating them to weaken us and 
consequently prevent us from putting autonomy into 
effect, since in their own society, minorities are even 
prohibited from using their own languages. 

The other point is that whatever negative attitudes 
may appear in the behaviour of some circles within 
the D K P,, with respect to present or future calcula- 
tions, these should not be attributed to the DK P 
as a whole. 

The last point is that in the view of the national 
and progressive front, as well as the leading party, the 
Kurdish problem in itself involves negative attitudes. 
This has been clearly indicated in the Political Report of 
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the Eighth Regional Conference. Nevertheless, the strug- 
gle of our Kurdish people, from the point of view of its 
aims towards democracy and liberation is a legitimate 
struggle. 


Hence, on this basis, we do not rule out but affirm 
that due to the widely divergent opportunities made 
available for the Arabs and other minorities, in Iraq, 
which since 1958 and until the Manifesto of March 11, 
and at present too, are being narrowed down, a balan- 
ced harmonious development did not occur inside 
our Kurdish community, as was the case in other parts 
of Iraq, because of the well-known exceptional cir- 
cumstances through which Iraq had passed prior to 
the revolution. 

Accordingly, negative conditions do exist within 
our Kurdisk community in forms which are distin- 
guishable from other negative phenomena existing 
inside the Iraqi society as a whole. In view of the fact that 
the borders of the northern region of our country have 
been open since and before the Manifesto of March 
11, 1970, imperialist agents have been able to wander 
freely in this area unpunished as is the case with other 
imperialist agents in other parts of the country. 

Thus, some pockets facilitate certain imperialist 
schemes to attain defined targets inside the Iraqi 
society with the purpose of harming the revolution 
and its rising progressive course. Yet, the solution 
does not, as we have emphasized, and again emphasize 
now, lie in negative attitudes. It lies in positive attitudes 
and objectives. Passive manifestations inside the Kurd- 
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ish community and opportunities for subversion open 
to imperialism and its stooges in this region, would 
be diminished, in proportion to the seriousness shown 
in the application of the Law of Autonomy and its 
imminent institutions. This is the real and basic 
equation that we should be concerned with and on 
which we must rely in our plans, our daily behaviour 
and future action. Therefore the answer to that quest- 
ion, could be as follows: 

There is a real and vital relationship proving that 
the movements behind the frontiers and by Iranian 
officials are in harmony with those of certain pockets 
aiming at creating a situation which is different from 
the existing one and hoping for a counter-revolution 
in Iraq. But the existence of such concordance is not 
necessarily of the same magnitude and consequence 
in Baghdad, as it is for example, in Sulaimania. 

One brother asks what are the guarantees in the 
Law of Autonomy that would enable the Turkmans 
to exercise their legitimate national rights? 

As far as the rights of the minorities stipulated 
in the decisions issued by the Revolutionary Command 
Council, they are protected by means of clear provi- 
sions included in the Law of Autonomy, whether they 
are applicable within the administrative borders of 
the autonomous region, or within the Iraqi society 
and Iraqi State as a whole. 

Another brother asks saying: 

Paragraph (B), of Article 11 of the Law stipulates the 
following: ‘“‘The Kurdish language shall be the lan- 


54 


guage of teaching for Kurds in the area. The teaching 
of the Arabic language shall be obligatory in all educa- 
tional levels and institutions”. The question is: What 
about the minorities who do not speak the Kurdish 
language and will education be with regard to them? 

In the Law, there are explicit paragraphs for the 
teaching of minorities in special schools. All those 
residing within the autonomous region have the right 
to select the language they wish to use in their edu- 
cation. 

There are several questions which remind us of 
solutions in mixed zones, and these should have been 
clarified according to the concepts mentioned above. 
Demarcating administrative borders through the 
presence of the Iraqi citizen concerned with autonomy, 
is absolutely impossible. Nevertheless, there must be 
a demarcation of the administrative zones of their na- 
tional rightsstipulated inthe Lawof Autonomy. We have 
some mixed zones in Iraq, for example the Kirkuk 
area, where there ts more than one nationality as well 
as minorities. The Manifesto of March 11, stipulates 
that the autonomous administrative borders should be 
demarcated on the basis of a statistical census. 

I have discussed with the brothers that the census 
should be based on the population statistics of 1957— 
at the time of normal conditions before the imposition 
of the state of emergency after 1961. This principle 
has been subject of a lengthy discussion by the brothers 
from the D K P,, and several suggestions made to the 
effect that the governorate should be divided into 
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areas and finally into villages and then to locate the pre- 
sence of every citizen as we stated above. 

During the last four years—as always—we have 
been trying through the Front or through the leader- 
ships of the political parties, and with each alone, to 
obtain or infer possible proposals in order to reach 
points of agreement. The following was presented 
to the brothers from the DK P : 

As far as Kirkuk was concerned, we pointed out 
that it was a governorate comprising a number of mino- 
rities. Therefore, we prepose, if the principle of a 
statistical census as stated in the Manifesto of March 11 
is unaceptable, that Kirkuk be managed by a mixed 
administration affiliated to the central administration. 
This proposal was rejected. 

Again, after contemplating and reviewing the 
situation among ourselves, we put forward another 
proposal. It was suggested that ““Chemchemal’’ and 
‘“‘Clar’” should be affiliated to the autonomous region, 
and that the remaining parts of Kirkuk be affiliated to 
the central administration. This proposal was also 
rejected. 

The future of the mixed zones, we believed, should 
be determined by one of two alternatives: either ac- 
cording to statistics and on the basis of an absolute 
majority as stated in the Manifesto of March 11 and 
the Laws issued thereunder, or, on the basis of a mixed 
administration affiliated to the autonomous region. 
We consequently asked them why a mixed adminis- 
tration affiliated to the autonomous region? Why not 
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affiliation with the central administration? Should a 
minority in an administrative region comprising a 
number of national minorities be affiliated with the 
central administration or the autonomous region ? 

In the course of the dialogue held recently between 
representatives of brother Barazani and the DK P 
and Mr: Ghanim Abdul Jalil, they said: ““We are ready 
to sign the proposal if our point of view with respect 
to Kirkuk is accepted”. They were informed that the 
question was not a matter of compromise, that it was 
not a practical solution reflecting the present situation. 
The question was to lay down final and permanent 
regulations that would govern the relationship among 
the Iraqi people eternally. Therefore this logic is 
rejected. 

A brother asks: Is it necessary that assurances be 
given to those who may harbour fears of being per- 
secuted on grounds of their affiliations or relations, 
especially employees and students? 


We would wish to state clearly and this is the stand 
of the Front, the State and its constitutional organi- 
zations with regard to this subject that the Kurds are 
our people and we are concerned with their future 
more than many others who claim themselves to be 
of the Kurdish nationality. The question as regards 
building the new society is no longer related to 
nationalist affiliation. The fundemental issue is the 
extent of our faith in the establishment of a progressive 
state to which we aspire and the building of socialism 
in this country. 
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At the same time we believe that in the event of the 
existence of a single Kurdish citizen who considers 
himself responsible for the Kurds, or one individual 
of any minority who considers himself responsible for 
that minority more than us and who belives in the legiti- 
mate limits of building up a unified society more than 
us, we would consider ourselves unfit to lead this 
society and, also unfit to remain in authority. 

As for our Kurdish people, they should have faith, 
and it is assumed and hoped that in the course of the 
last four years they should have had faith that we are 
concerned with their future, just as they are, that we 
are concerned with their security and stability and with 
the question of their taking their role inside the Iraqi 
society. 

No Iraqi citizen will be persecuted if he pursued 
the democratic method in the dialogue, in accordance 
with the principles embodied in the Charter of National 
Action and the fundemental principles of the revolution 
in general. 

Every Iraqi citizen is responsible for his conduct. 
He will be respected to the extent his conduct conforms 
to the law and he will be held accountable under the 
law to the extent his conduct deviates from the law. 

As for the members of the D K P,, those who try 
to terrorize them by saying that everyone in the DK P 
will be thrown in jail, even they are to be represented at 
the Front, even if no agreement with the present leader- 
ship is achieved. Hence, weare not only giving assurances 
to employees and students, but we are also affirming 
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the principles governing the Front’s point of view 
to our people, as well as the point of view of the author- 
ities and the State in general. 

One brother asks whether consideration will be 
given to any amendment which might be proposed by 
the D K P, during the 15-day period, the purpose of 
introducing some alterations in the Front’s Law. 

When discussing the working paper on the Law 
of Autonomy, which culminated in the text of the law 
submitted to the RCC and ratified today, the Front, 
in conformity with the concepts clarified above did not 
carry on the discussion from the factional point of view 
which portrays it as being isolated from the conceptions 
and aspirations of the Iraqi people and Iraqi society, 
including the conceptions and aspirations of our Kurd- 
dish people. 

Again, while discussing the proposal, the Front’s 
conceptions were not argued in isolation from the 
D K P’s particular inclinations. We maintain that the 
proposal is comprehensive, covering all those aspects 
relating to the Manifesto of March 11. Nevertheless, 
the subsequent position of the DKP determined 
future action. This, in brief, 1s our answer. 

Another brother says: “The political report of 
the Eighth Regional Conference of the ABSP, 
stated what could be interpreted as the existence of sus- 
pect “‘wings”’ (groups). Certain groups of the D K P 
have suspicious relations and connections. The ques- 
tion is: why should there be a dialogue with suspect 
elements ?”’ 
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The report did not say that the D K P , asa whole, 
is suspect. It said “wings”, as termed in your question. 
The report said that in spite of many negative aspects 
inside the administrative borders of the region where 
autonomy is to be applied, the struggle of the Kurdish 
movement for establishing autonomy, within demo- 
cratic formulas that is, deepening the forms of demo- 
cracy within the Iraqi society and building up a free 
Iraqi society as well as socialism, is a legitimate strug- 
gle. Within this framework, there is no contradiction. 

Question: The national authority has honoured 
its commitments with respect to the implementation 
of the provisions of the Manifesto of March 11, and 
the Law of Autonomy which will be proclaimed at 
8:15 precisely, at the same minute of announcing the 
Manifesto of March 11, four years ago. Precisely at 
the same minute of announcing the Manifesto of 
March 11, and after four years the Law of Autonomy 
will be promulgated. The question asks whether the 
D K P,, in its turn, has honoured the articles of the 
Manifesto of March 11, particularly those relating 
to handing over heavy weapons, the broadcasting 
system, etc... 

This is aclear provision in the text of the Manifesto. 
Hence in discussing the Front’s readiness to accept the 
DK P, through its present representatives, as a 
party within the Front, depends on the extent of the 
readiness of the DKP to fulfill all corresponding 
commitments related to the Manifesto of March 11, 
as there arecommitments which are opposed to these 
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controls. 

If the Manifesto of March 11 is fully accomplished, 
autonomy implemented and the D K P is represented 
in the government through its delegates, and in ad- 
dition is represented in the autonomous bodies and 
the Front; and if the borders with Iran remain open, 
and the irregular armed formations continue to be 
present, force of Law in the region, non-existent, then 
we would had done nothing. 

Matters are complementary and balanced. The 
commitments set forth in the Manifesto of March 11 
are complementary and balanced. Each political party 
and every quarter in the government or society is bound 
by certain commitments. And within the framework of 
these commitments, subsequent matters will be carried 
out. 

Another brother asks if a meeting with brother 
Idris Al Barazani has taken place today before 12 a.m. 
The answer is no. Brother Idris did not come back after 
his departure but Mr. Ihsan Shiraz and Mr. Dara 
Tawfik came back bringing with them the point of the 
D K P, as explained above. Last night I sent them a 
telegram stating: “Till now your proposals did not 
include any changes which are different from the 
essence of your viewpoint which had been explained 
at several previous meetings and the Front’s opinion 
as regards this viewpoint, has already been clarified. 
We hope that new positive proposals will reach us 
before 12 a.m. tomorrow’’. In a telegram dispatched 
to Ghanim Abdul Jalil, Idris Al Barazani stated ““We 
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believe that what has been proposed by us, is correct. 
Hence, we have no new proposals. We will be commit- 
ted to the preservation of the Law”. 

In this cable, we understood a clear indication 
that use will be made of the 15-day period following 
the promulgation of the Law of Autonomy. 

One brother is enquiring when the election of the 
legislative Council for the autonomous region will 
take place. He is also asking about the relationship 
between these elections and similar elections of the 
concerned central establishments in the country. 

When elections of the legislative Council for 
the northern region take place, elections of the 
central bodies, indicated in your question, will also 
take place, in all parts of the country. 

It is necessary to give a clear answer which is not 
couched in a diplomatic way to say: The elections of 
the Legislative Council in the northern region, are not 
expected or envisaged to take place shortly. Neverthe- 
less, the Legislative Council will be set up at the earliest 
date. In the initial stage the members of the Council 
will be appointed. Subsequently democratic conditions 
will be created for the election of the Legislative Coun- 
cil in conformity with the Law. 

One brother asks: “In dealing with questions 
concerning the destiny of any people, and as an ac- 
cepted constitutional practice, a referendum is con- 
ducted to find out the point of view of the people 
with regard to such questions. Do you think it would 
be useful to organize a referendum on this question 
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of destiny ? 

In the course of the dialogue with the DK P 
and the plenary sessions held recently at the dates men- 
tioned above, and which were attended by Habib 
Muhamed Kerim, we made such a proposal. We said: 
“If you insist on your opinion, and we, as a Front, 
hold different views, what solution could there be? 
There was no answer. We said that the solution was 
to refer the two formulae to the people. As we stated 
on previous occasions if the Law of Autonomy was 
permissible from purely legal and _ constitutional 
considerations it would be a law of autonomy for Iraq 
because in its essence, it concerns all the Iraqi people 
and not only certain sections of them. In fact, it lays 
down controls, for the present and future, governing 
relationships and aims of destiny in the long term. In 
view of this, we propose that the two formulae be 
referred to the Iraqi people in a referendum. The 
national forces will be found by the formula which 
receives the absolute majority. In case this was 
impossible, another proposal could be put forward, 
providing for the possibility of referring the two 
formulae to the people’s representatives in the Na- 
tional Assembly.” 

In the course of the following dialogue, and not 
at the same session, the brothers from the DK P 
declared that proposal could neither be recognized 
nor acknowledged. It is true that we all agree on the 
importance of a referendum on questions of destiny, 
but nevertheless, it should not necessarily be held on 
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all questions of destiny. 

Numerous examples of this problem are to be 
found in the history of our revolutions and in national 
activities and endeavours. 

March 11, 1974. 
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Prediction 


* On April 8, 1974, and during the 
27th. anniversary celebrations of the 
establishment of the A.B.S.P., Comrade 
Saddam Hussain met Arab journalists. 
This frank, direct and comprehensive 
debate followed. 


* This refers to removal of five Kurdish 
ministers from office and their replace- 
ment by five new Kurdish ministers. 
The Publisher. 


QUESTIONS 


Part 1. 

Q. How would you explain the cabinet reshuffle 
which took place yesterday? 

Q. With regard to the participation of Western com- 
panies in development projects, side by side with 
the Soviet friends what are the conditions of this 
participation? 

Q. On the National Front... considered as the most 


advanced experience in the region, has the organi- 
zational depth of the National Front,—that is the 
depth of the alliance—permeated to different 
party bases in Iraq and,to what extent is it consol- 
idated at the level of various party bases in the 
various democratic organization and_ establish- 
ments? 

Concerning the Kurdish question. There is no doubt 
that the promulgation of the Law of Autonomy by 
the National Front or rather by the Government 
of Iraq, is a step of great importance which repre- 
sents a progressive national stand aimed at solving 
one of the most important and serious national 
problems. What power inside Kurdistan would be 
relied upon by united Iraq, with its different nation- 
alities, in order to put this Law into effect? No 
doubt, some important foundations have been 
recently laid down by the Iraqi experiment in 
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building the economy, including wresting control 
fromthe oil companies—which are among t' ie foreign 
monopolies in the interest of national forces. So 
long as the revolution has solved the economic 
problem, and is advancing along the road of social 
measures, laying down the foundations for scttiny 
up a democratic system according to parliamentary 
concepts, that is democratic popular parliamentary 
concepts rather than liberal parliamentzrv concepts, 
what are the reasons that this question is still in 
need of clarification, in spite of the fact that we 
are aware: of the great advance accomplished by 
the Iraqi experience? 

We believe that the greatest economic reform 
carried out by the revolutionary Government of 
Iraq has been the nationalization of the oil resources. 
Naturally, difficulties were met by the Iraqi Gov- 
vernment in this respect. Have these difficulties 
been overcome and how? 

On the Kurdish question. It is said that Mulla 
Mustapha Al Barazani is still holding out in the 
mountains. In the event that this continues, what 
measures would be taken by the central government 
in this connection? | 

Is it possible to relate Mulla Mustapha Al Bara- 
zani’s stand or, his refusal to respond to the Law 
of Autonomy, to the international game being 
played in the Middle East? 

Are there any specific states giving support and 
weapons to Al Barazani ? 
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ANSWERS TO PART ONE. 


To begin with, and in the opinion of all of us, all 
these matters seem to be interrelated. Scientifically, it is 
impossible to believe that there is a result without a 
cause. Nothing appears on the surface without the 
visible part representing the whole. All that is taking 
place and all that you may hear, have been taken into 
account, not months ago, but rather, years ago, and 
we say this without exaggeration. To prove the exact- 
ness of what I say please read part of the Political 
Report which has been approved by the Regional 
Leadership in mid-November, 1972, and published, 
yesterday, the 7th of April 1974, in a special issue of 
Al-Thawra newspaper. We know and our knowledge 
stems from numerous matters, some of which are 
connected with our fundamental concepts and the 
political requirements needed for the application of 
these concepts, while others are linked to the recent 
experiences of the Arabs and the bitter setbacks they 
encountered, with our party in the forefront of those 
sustaining bitter setbacks. We know and have learnt 
a lot. Consequently we are accustomed to predict 
many, not to say all, matters. I can definitely say that 
we were not surprised by anything not even by what 
might be considered by some observers abroad as 
suprising. It is quite likely that that which might be 
expected, could be greater or lesser than what may 
actually take place. 
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However, all that has taken place in Iraq, and 
all that has taken place in the Arab homeland, since 
1972 and up till now, was anticipated and calculated 
beforehand in detail. I did not say since 1971 or 1970, 
I said since 1972, although the revolution had begun in 
the period 17—30 July 1968, and it is now six years old. 
Naturally, we would say since 1972, as we do not wish 
to say that everything had been prearranged prior 
to taking over power. 

The fundemental standpoints of our conceptions 
concerning the second stage of the revolutionary 
process, were based on our particular experience... 
our Party’s experience, and also on our basic theore- 
tical concepts. But this is not adequate for envisaging 
the important details of the Arab or international 
policies before getting into contatct with those policies 
at certain levels and through particular experiences. 

Hence, I would say that since 1972 up till now, we 
have not beensurprised by any Arab or even interna- 
tional event. 

Prior to that date, since 17 July 1968 and up till 
now, we have not been caught unaware by any internal 
event. In order to imagine attempts at counter-revol- 
utionary activities it is necessary to visualize, to begin 
with the course of the revolution. There 1s no distinction 
between counter-revolutionary activities in the form 
of attempts, techniques, formulae, timing and forces 
and revolutionary progress in the form of formulae, 
methods, timing, forces, aims and policies. 


In this part of the world and for sometime now, 
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imperialism has been accustomed to see the setting up 
of national regimes, attempts, and certain inclinations 
which, in their general framework, are correct. But no 
sooner, it would try to weaken those attempts and their 
outcomes, in so far as they are related to its interests 
and fundemental vital bases in the Arab homeland, 
by various means; by pressure or by adopting the 
principle of wait and see. In the light of its special 
experience in this region, imperialism envisaged the 
revolution which took place in Iraq as it had been 
proclaimed by the first statement of 17-30 July 1968 
as an attempt whose course would soon be controlled, 
at least, in its later stages, if it was not be possible 
to do so, at the beginning.. If it fails to control the 
source, imperialism would, according to our humble 
and limited experience, pursue what comes after the 
source on the assumption that it would be weaker to 
withstand its attempts than the source itself, or that 
it would require less effort and losses than stemming 
the current at the source. 

In all that, imperialism depends on the nature 
of its previous experiences with national coup d’etats 
and movements which, according to their first state- 
ments and declared intentions, are proclaimed to be 
revolutions. We have the right to say, not boastfully, 
but out of our heritage of serious work in which we 
pride ourselves that imperialism has realized that 
this is a new kind of revolution not only in its First 
statement or its intentions, but also in its fundemental 
bases, policies, transient solgans, strategic objectives, 
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daily conduct with regard to internal affairs, to Arab and 
international policy. Facing a revolution of this kind, 
in this region which is of vital importance to its in- 
terests—-and there is no need, | presume, to clarify 
how vital it is—imperialism would naturally resort 
to numerous and varied attempts on several fronts. 
At times, it would strike at the country’s borders and 
others, at the interior. At times attempts would be 
made to find pockets for a counter-revolution within 
the revolutionary organizations or to create such 
pockets and at others it would attempt to ignite or 
utilize some of its agents to strike at our boundaries. 
In its alternative methods imperialism would offer 
its services in one form or another to render Irag the 
Garden of Eden, if... and if... Imperialism does not 
necessarily, mention such matters directly or openly, 
but those ‘ifs’? could be detected in its behaviour 
towards us. Hence, in practice, we are not surprised 
by what’s happening or what may happen and we are 
not even distressed. It is true that 1t would be preferable 
if that would not happen. But when making our cal- 
culations scientifically on the basis that this may 
happen, we confront it with courrage, self-confidence 
and a strong faith in the masses and in their ulimited 
abilities to confront such attempts. The masses are 
our basic reliable asset and we cannot envisage that 
this wall, on which we depend, will one day collapse 
and expose our backs, as imperialism wishes. 

Thus, attempts in the northern region cannot be 
isolated from all this large heritage of achievements 
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and formulae which run basically counter to imperia- 
lism and its interests. We are openly against imperia- 
lism without shame, fear, ambiguity and seasonal 
ambitions. Thus, we do not curse imperialism when 
our anger has been aroused during a certain period 
and soon after we put down or withdraw our slogans. 
Our hostility to imperialism began with our existence 
and it will continue as long as we, as a party and not as 
individuals, will continue to exist. Therefore, imperia- 
lism would make suicidal attempts. We have been 
aware of this and it is recorded in the Report of mid- 
November, 1972, that the second stage is the stage of a 
counter attack by imperialism using newly improvised 
methods, after its previous methods had failed to 
confront us and it was surprised more than once, by 
the introduction of unexpected reserves into the battle, 
thereby bringing us victory. We also have ideas about 
imperialism’s improvised and concealed reserve, some 
of which were indicated in the Political Report of the 
Eighth Regional Conference, while others we keep to 
ourselves for tactical reasons so as not to reveal our 
knowledge to imperialism. 

Imperialism imagines that we do not know it, 
and [ think it 1s legitimate for those responsible for 
leading a nation, trade union or a military unit, to 
allow their enemy to imagine that they are ignorant 
about him. Thus, when confronting the enemy they 
do not necessarily have to reveal all their knowled- 
ge to make him blunder and to fall under the 
impression that they do not know their next move 
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while making preparations to confront him in a manner 
that may inflict upon him the heaviest losses. 

Once again, I say that we did not wish to see that 
which was likely to happen, taking place. Much has 
been done toward this end. Nevertheless, while efforts 
were being made to avert it, we were aware, from 
scientific estimates, that it would actually take place. 

After this introduction, we will discuss the ques- 
tion of certain leaders of the D.K.P. who have taken 
refuge in the mountains, and the huge American 
assistance said to be supplied to them through Iran. 

We have not been surprised by this matter. At the 
same time, we are confident that those who sell them- 
selves out to a foreigner, will ultimately be disappoin- 
ted. The Iraqi people cannot be misled by what is 
being said because they realize that this regime is 
representing their immediate and strategic objectives 
and, that the people who are in responsibility—the 
people here are represented by institutions the most 
important of which are those of the Ba’th Party—more 
than any one else, are making serious and sincere 
efforts to build up the new society which will fulfill 
their aspirations. Man in Iraq is a new human being. 
It may be that not every man in Iraq is the man of 
the future, nevertheless, he is new and developed 
as compared to the man of the past. This then is our 
asset, and herein, lies our confidence that the future 
belongs to us and not to any evil element whether it 
exists inside Iraq on the Arab homeland, or whether 
of an Arab nationality or not. 
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Some people.ask how could the revolution confront 
certain people who, supplied with American weapons, 
are taking refuge in the mountains? And at the same 
time, how could it confront Iranian concentrations 
deployed on the eastern frontiers, when Iraq is com- 
posed of 10 million people while America which has a 
population of more than 200 million is one of the two 
super powers in the world, has effective weapons and 
Iran is purchasing and piling up arms? Those who 
have connections with imperialist interests are opti- 
mistic. while honest progressive patriots who are 
concerned not to see the failure of this experiment, 
are worried and anxious. We would wish to tell the 
subversives and others as well that if Iran possessed 
arms, we also have a far more effective weapon. In 
technical terms, ours is not a traditional weapon. 
Traditional weapons could be “purchased” by the 
Iranian authorities from western markets, but they 
cannot purchase beliet in them and in their policies. 
We are at the end of the time when the army used to be 
a professional institution, that is an army isolated 
from the people, their hopes, their aspirations and 
having no interaction with the nation, has passed. 
Whom does the Iranian army fight? Whom do the 
Iranian people fight? And why? The Iranian army 
would not fight the Iraqi army because it does not 
believe that the aim of such a war Is in its favour. We 
are confident of this. Let the Shah of Iran try and see 
if the Iranian army will fight the Iraqi army. Let the 
Shah try and see if the Iranian people will back him 
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up or stand against him. 

We are not talking about a dream or an illusion, 
Furthermore we are not resorting to intelligence for 
information. We are relying mainly on the nature of 
the objectives and the course of our regime and on 
our awareness of the nature of the peoples aspirations 
and the course of these aspirations. We are not saying 
this in the form of the usual challenge but we only wish 
to tell the authorities in Iran that “the old method 
of generals has ended.” The method which may gain 
the peoples’ respect is that which stems from the 
peoples’ interests, from a real desire to set up sound 
relations among regimes and neighbouring countries 
and to solve problems peacefully and not by sword 
rattling. A good leader, a good ruler, is a ruler who 
satisfies his people. There is no pride in talking about 
piles of weapons when our people, naked, bare-footed 
and hungry sleep on sidewalks. These weapons have 
not been manufactured in Iran, nor had they been made 
to defend the right by a people who have faith in a 
particular regime. These weapon are imported for 
an evil intention. 

What would serve the Iranian people is the search 
for a method or a way for building up a society that 
has no room for hunger nor for people sleeping on 
sidewalks or outdoors, nor for those who are gluttonous 
while others are suffering from hunger. That is the 
state they are in at present. And that is the honourable 
way which we will support if it is adopted by the autho- 
rities in Iran. 
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Once again we wish to state plainly that we are 
endeavouring not to fight on several fronts. This is 
not a secret. This is the behaviour of revolutions 
towards their enemies, and the pursuits of a wise 
policy. If, however, several fronts are opened against 
us, we will fight on all of them. We will fight with an 
exceptional momentum, and unusual techniques, we 
will make sacrificies in a manner that will ensure an 
extraordinary victory as well. We will not be distressed 
when fighting becomes an urgent necessity in defending 
right, soverignty and aspirations. Being confident 
of victory before hand, not only on one front, but on 
all fronts, we will not be distressed to fight ferocious 
battles with patience and endurance. 

We do not aspire that our battles, on all fronts, 
will be over in a year or two, or a month or two, in 
accordance with transient, speedy and shortsighted 
calculations. We will endeavour to solve some of 
them within our capabilities and in conformity with 
a time limit that coincides with the course of the revo- 
lution and at the same time we are aware that our 
battles will be drawn out ferocious battles that will 
go on for a long time. It is not important for us to 
ask ourselves whether there will be any battles ahead 
of us, or will we be engaged in battles. Such questions 
are answered by the course we chose to take. However, 
most significant of all, is to ask, in the light of this 
course, if we have prepared what is needed, so that 
in the final result we will come out triumphant. We 
are proud to say yes. Yes, for internal battles, and yes, 
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for those who attempt to infringe on the frontiers 
of our homeland. 


Here I am, an unarmed civilian standing before 
you, and at a distance of several meters away, there 
is a tank unit. An unarmed civilian cannot confront 
a tank. This unit which has been stationed for protec- 
tion, could be a vanguard unit against the regime. 
In such an event, all of us unarmed as we are, from the 
president down to the smallest party member, will 
be unable to face such weapons. It is true that we have 
possession of weapons, but also, we have something 
other than weapons, namely that the people in charge 
of weapons realize and are convinced that those 
responsible for steering matters in this country, are 
pursuing the right course—a matter which has gained 
their confidence. Moreover, they have faith in the 
details of daily work heading towards attaining stra- 
tegic objectives. Regardless of how strong a guard 
may be, he cannot keep his weapon aimed for more 
than few hours, the time will come when his arms 
will get tired. 


We are not distressed to see the armies of reac- 
tionary regimes expand and weapons increased. We are 
confident that the larger those armies become, the 
more opportunities will be made available for the 
sons of peasants, workers and the people, to replace 
those whose destiny and interests are linked with the 
higher authorities of the regime. The larger their armies 
and the more statements they make, the more oppor- 
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tunities there will be for a new 58, as the case in Iraq*. 
The 14 July revolution took place in Iraq because of 
the expansion of the Iraqi army, which included the 
sons of peasants and the people. If its formations were 
to remain limited, the revolution would not have had 
taken place. As for us, we can expand our army to 
include 10 million because we are not dependent on a 
particular allegiance, but rather on a policy in which 
we believe and in which employees, students and 
women also believe. These are our guarantees and 
these are our conceptions and our calculations. We also 
believe that those who may maintain opposite con- 
ceptions, will always lose in the end. 

You may be anxious and ask - “How could you 
confront two fronts backed up by America?” 

Well, on the 7th of October; one day after the 
beginning of the war, we announced the nationalization 
of US oil interests over the radio and television as a 
punitive measure for the US’s stand towards the Arabs. 
Some circles maintained that it was too much for Iraq, 
with its ten million people to punish the US. Others 
in the light of past indications considered the measure 
an expected policy. For our part we wish to point out, 
we had anticipated the US reactions to us subsequent 
to the punitive measure we had taken. Our policy was 
not based on an illusion, nor was improvised on the 
span of the moment. Reactions were assessed and 
known, and consequently what was required for con- 


* Reference to the Iraqi. revolution of 14 July 1958—The Publisher 
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fronting those reactions was also taken into account. 
We are such that when subjected to fierce blows, we 
will mete out fierce blows to the attacker where it 
hurts most.. We are not the kind which accept a 
blockade internally. Those who imagine that they are 
capable of infiltrating through our external defences 
in order to attack us internally are suffering under 
illusions. We are capable of going beyond our external 
defences to attack them internally as well as their 
interests, wherever they may happen to be in the region. 
We are not revealing a secret by saying this.. it is 
our policy. 

Co-existence between different social systems 
has been clearly defind by the Eighth Regional Confe- 
rence. But this requires certain conditions. We cannot 
uphold the slogan of co-existence unilaterally and 
stand indifferently while others raise the slogan of 
aggression. At a meeting with journalists from the 
United Arab Emirates (UAE) in Abu Dhabi, we decla- 
red that if anyone “‘tried to climb our fences, we would 
go up on his roof’. Moreover, we abide by the follo- 
wing policy: we will make peace and are ready to 
solve our problems peacefully; we are ready to clearly 
understand any legitimate desire. But we would adopt 
an extremely stubborn stand against any illegitimate 
desire, and against any illegitimate attempt. Yes, we 
can fight on two fronts when we are forced to, and 
we will be able to win on the two fronts. Yet, there 
remains the other front: who will carry the arms? 
America is able to give a limitless amount of arms, but 
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the question is who will carry these arms ? Our Kurdish 
people have engaged ina long struggle for certain rights. 
These rights could be summed up in the slogan of auto- 
nomy , and autonomy could be brought about only by a 
national front. Hence, autonomy and a national front 
would lead a united Iraq. Autonomy and a national 
front have become a reality and therefore who will 
carry the arms.? 


Those who raise arms in the short-term may 
include persons pressured to do so under terror un- 
leashed by a clique which had been until recently 
dominating the situation in the northern region, and 
becoming the law itself. It was everything, and any 
citizen who is approached by armed persons ordering 
him to go up to the mountains. will obey. But how 
long could he stay up in the mountains ? Recently, some 
citizens have come down from the mountains. 


The US can supply arms, but those who are 
wiling to carry American weapons are few. We are 
not afraid of weapons but we are concerned about 
the clarity between the aimer and the target. We are 
concerned to remove any “‘dunes”’ which may obstruct 
the view of the aimer from the real target so that he 
may not hit another target. This situation is now clear: 
there are two trenches; one for those who have faith 
in building up the new socialist regime which 1s ever 
hostile to imperialism as interests, orientations and 
policies; and the other for those who stand in oppo- 
sition. We do not care about the latter, to the contrary; 
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let them stand in the second trench so that we can 
hit them more accurately than if they were standing 
among us. 

Weemphasize that there are no military operations 
at present, as alleged by Western information media, 
or more precisely by antagonistic and misleading 
media, since Western media include some people 
who are trying to seek the truth, while enemy and 
misleading media transmit incorrect news. The ques- 
tion 1s: should we keep silent about those who stand 
against national sovereignty and law? The answer is 
no. We will resort to appropriate methods to stop 
them in the event that they would pursue their unlawful 
and anti-national acts. So do not be surprised if you 
may hear that certain positions have been attacked 
by a military unit, and that fighting had taken place. 
This is something that has to be done. If matters reach 
that limit, we would not hesitate. Decisive action, 
however, should be determined by policy not by arms. 
This is what we believe. Decisive action aimed at 
removing a reactionary pocket, 1s not determined by 

arms but by policy. The more responsive this policy 

might be to the interests of the masses, Kurds and 
Arabs alike the more capable it would be to force 
the reactionary pocket to the final position where it 
will surrender. 

We are confident of the correctness of our stand. 
We are confident that it would be understood by our 
Kurdish people. We are confident that it would be 
understood by the members of the Central Committee 
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of the D.K.P., who, until this moment, are in the 
mountains. 

As for the National Front and whether it has 
attained, among the party bases, a level of action, 
interaction and force that will enable the Front to 
implement its tasks? We are aspiring and endeavouring 
to render the National Front an effective body to 
build up the new society, mobilize and orientate the 
masses towards the objectives of the revolution and 
the aims of the Character of National Action. 

But does the present formula satisfy our aspira- 
tions on the level of all subcommittees? Yes it does 
as far as the central body is concerned, but it does not 
in the case of the subcommittees. What we are asking 
is if it has attained perfection. The answer is no. This 
is connected with time and with the passive heritage of 
Iraq. We have already overstepped that heritage from 
the intellectual and political aspects at the level of the 
leadership, the advanced cadres and the longer part 
of our party apparatus. I said ‘“‘the lower part’’, but 
I did not mean to say that there are in opposition. That 
is not my intention. But is it possible to say with cer- 
tainty, that the daily conduct of every supporter of 
the Ba’th Party meets the wishes of the leadership? 
Again, the answer is no. Nevertheless, as a policy and 
as an autcome, things are decisively going along as 
planned and desired by the leadership. To clarify 
whether there are opponents to the National Front 
inside the Ba’th Party and the Communist Party.. 
I can answer for the Ba’th Party and the Communist 
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Party. No, there are no opponents. There is, however, 
in addition to abiding by the resolutions adopted by 
the conferences and the leaderships, real enthusiasm 
to create the best formulae that would enable the Na- 
tional Front to take up its planned position and repre- 
sent the image we are aspiring to attain; in the present 
and future. 

Action and coordination have moved now from 
the leadership level of the H.C.N.N.P.F. and the Front 
Secretariat—down to the governorate formations. 
At present, there are Front formations in all gover- 
norates in the country. The Front is not confined to a 
high leadership body. There are specialized bureaus 
belonging to the Front High Committee. At the same 
time, coordination has moved from the leaderships 
of the two A.B.S.P. and the C.P., down to the leader- 
ships of subcommittees in the governorates. For the 
time being, we are quite reassured. 

In its present and future formulae, the Front is 
a new and unfamiliar in the Arab homeland. We are 
proud of it and are endeavouring to strengthen it, 
and put it at the disposal of all revolutionary fighters, 
inside and outside the Arab homeland so that they may 
benefit from it as much as they can and criticise its 
negative aspects to benefit others. 

As for an explanation of the cabinet reshuffle 
and giving Ubaidulla, Mustapha Al Barazani’s eldest 
son, a portfolio in the cabinet, I would say that alle- 
giance endorses our confidence that there are other 
members of the Barazani Familes not to be expressed in 
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on family or tribal relations. These principles have come 
to an end. Today, father and son may differ in deciding 
onacorrect stand. This is an indication of the erroneous 
policy, concepts and hopes of some. We are confident, 
and the information at our disposal endorses our 
confidence that there are other members of the Bara- 
zani family who are responding, in reality and without 
ambiguity to our policy and are working in this direc- 
tion. In the future you will see for yourselves, from 
where the people who support our policy will come. 
The question is no longer personal or tribal 
allegiance, and the masses cannot be deceived any 
longer. That which determines the clarity of the revo- 
lution’s policy is nothing but its concern to be for all 
benevolent Iraqis, for all Arabs wherever they might 
be, and for all progressives throughout the world, 
in as much as it could be so, and in as much as it would 
gain the confidence, respect and support of these 
people. On what strength does Iraq depend upon to 
implement autonomy? It depends on the people. 
We have no choice but to depend on God and the 
power of the people. At no time we will deceive our- 
selves or be deceived that there is a substitute power. 
As for the image of the building of a new economy 
in our philosophy and the indices of our fundemental 
concepts, we do not isolate politics from economics 
and at the same time we believe that any development 
Should be balanced, that is, we should not advance 
in politics to a certain extent while our work 1n econo- 
mic building, which should be in harmony with the 
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announced political objectives, should lag behind. 
Nor would it be permissible to be engaged in the new 
economic building, while our popular and party 
organizations are not strengthened and no efforts are 
made to perpetually strengthen those organizations 
by means of distinct stands. Simultaneously, it is not 
permissible to discuss the second phase of the new 
future while backwardness still exists in the curricula 
and in the nature of educational supervision of kin- 
dergarten, elementary, and secondary schools and 
university level. In society we cannot pay attention 
to one aspect and ignore others. Hence, the course 
which we are following is a balanced one, and move- 
ment is also balanced, in all sectors and aspects of 
society. Thus, a balanced attention is being given to 
building up the new economy and putting an end to 
the state of backwardness, and at the same time atten- 
tion is also given to foreign policy, Arab policy and 
mass and party mobilization. In the development 
plan this year priority is given to agriculture followed 
by industry and the other fields. 


As for our oil policy, our principal slogan states 
that one of the last two barr Is of oil to be produced 
in the world should be Iraqi, that 1s our oil resources 
should not be exhauted at an early acts, and that the 
last barrel should not be Iraqi, as then the world would 
have changed over to a new source of energy. This 
policy is based on a number of concepts and basic 
indices, the most important of which are fulfilling our 
commitments regarding the development plans, the 
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ordinary budget, our nationalist commitments and 
our commitments to the forces of liberation, peace 
and democracy throughout the world. On the basis 
of those indices we determine how many tons should 
be produced in 1975, in 1980 and so on. 

Production levels balanced against price levels 
produce a result related to the objectives and basic 
question mentioned above. 

To answer the question: Have the foundations 
been laid for a parlimentary regime in revolutionary 
terms, that is, introducing democratic constitutional 
establishments representing the people, side by side 
with the representatives of the people naking decisions 
and participating in determining and drawing the 
general policy? I would say that the Law establishing 
the National Assembly has been proclaimed. But the 
formations of the National Assembly have been dela- 
yed as a result of the stand taken by those people who 
were responsible at the time for the D.K.P. I said 
‘‘at the time’’ because at present, a new page has been 
opened, and it is illogical to set a National Assembly 
before agreement on the Law of Autonomy is reached 
and for the National Assembly not to have represen- 
tatives of the Kurds. 

The coming months will witness the emergence 
of the National Assembly, now matters have been 
resolved. And I say resolved since there would be 
no more negotiations or alliance with those who used 
to represent the D.K.P., or more correctly, with some 
of them who will be determined shortly in the forth- 
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coming stage. We mean those who decide to choose 
the imperialist side and remain in the opposite trench. 
As for the others, we have no doubts, as has been 
already stated, that some members of the Central 
committee are not convinced of what is going on now, 
and that they are in harmony with the course of the 
revolution. As a preliminary stage, the members of 
the National Assembly will be selected, not assigned 
as the word may denote that one of the responsible 
institutions in the State will solely, and in isolation 
of other national forces and parties, decide who will 
be assigned. It is more precise to say “‘selection”’. 
The National Assembly will be formed by selection, 
and thereafter, by election. 

The representatives of national forces will select 
their delegates. Trade unions and organizations will 
also select their delegates. 

Therefore, the decision of the R.C.C. which ‘is 
the supreme authority, will approve the appointment 
of those selected by the competent organizations. 

Has Iraq overcome the difficulties of nationali- 
zation? Minor difficulties have appeared but they 
were less than what was expected. Statements, infor- 
mation and comprehensive figures are available show- 
ing that no serious difficulties have been emcountered 
following nationalization in the conditions prevailing 
in Iraq. If this had been the case in Iraq, then other 
states will be able to nationalize if they adopt such a 
decision and prepare for its implementation. When 
the monopolistic companies, 9 months following 
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nationalization, were brought down to their knees 
and accepted the agreement on the Ist of March, 1973, 
48 millions tons of oil, out of a total of 58 million tons— 
which is the maximum through put capacity—were 
marketed by Iraq. Before nationalization, a timetable 
limiting production to 31 million tons, had been 
prepared by the companies on the pretext of marketing 
difficulties and other technical problems. The diffe- 
rence between the two figures 31 and 48 million tons 
is quite clear—it indicates whether there were any 
major difficulties. Nationalization proved to be suc- 
cessful within 9 months and it has become clear as to 
what extent the suspect activities in the mountains 
are connected with imperialism schemes in the region. 

Our distinct policy towards the Palestinian ques- 
tion, the struggle of our Arab people against Zionism, 
and towards the so-called peaceful solutions and our 
independent policy with respect to national affairs; 
all of these basic issues cannot be separated from coun- 
ter-revolutionary attempts and imperialist schemes 
in the region. It is not possible to isolate the attempts 
against our country from the honourable role played 
by Iraq—together with sister countries—in the battle of 
6 October, and its role affecting past and future im- 
perialist schemes and policies. 

We presume that we have answered all questions 
put forward until now, unless something has been 
overlooked, will we move to another topic. 
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QUESTIONS 


Part IT. 


Q. 


Your Excellency, the Vice president, are there 
any changes in your Arab and international policy? 
What is noticeable in Iraqi policy is its inclination 
towards cooperation with western countries, Euro- 
pean and American, in particular, although there 
are no diplomatic relations between Iraq and the 
USA and will this be followed by political coope- 
ration especially as you have stated that you did 
not isolate politics from economics? 


What are your concepts as regards the question 
of peace between the Arabs and Israel? 


It is obvious that Iraq’s income is sufficient to 
cover development plans and for surplus income. 
But we have recently noted that some foreign loans, 
especially the Japanese loan amounting to some one 
billion dollars, have been accepted by Iraq. Is there 
any explanation for this? 


With regard to the Arab Gulf—and Iraq is a gulf 
state—there have been attempts for laying down 
the basis for federations or Arab gulf coordination 
to encounter future dangers following the emer- 
gence of the energy crisis. What is the position of 
Iraq in this regard and will it take part in this coor- 
dination? Has it offered any proposals? 
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What is the relationship between the revolutionary 
government of Iraq and the Syrian government 
which is ruled—as it seems—by the same party? 


Foreign information media try to portray Iraq as 
if it were, or would become a Soviet satellite. In 
this regard is it possible to clarify the relations 
that exist between Iraq and the Soviet Union? 


How could the Soviet attitude toward the Middle 
East crisis be explained through Soviet dealings 
with Iraq, and as a result of the experiences which 
have so far taken place? 


As a result of world and local inflation which 
has been caused to a great extent by the increase 
in oil prices, troubles have reeently been, and will 
be met in the future, by Lebanon. Oil supplies to 
Lebanon in accordance with the agreement con- 
cluded between Lebanon and Iraq, helped the former 
in this respect. How far will Iraq be ready, in the 
future, to help Lebanon overcome the anticipated 
difficult stage? 


The second stage in Geneva is, as it seems, coming 
within the framework of world and Arab policies, 
while Iraq seems to be carrying on its adopted, 
slogan. In view of this what are your expectations 
for the coming stage of the Arab struggle in general, 
and the Palestinian struggle in particular? 


After the oil battle ended in the resumption of oil 
supplies to the US is it possible to view the way or 
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method used with respect to oil, as having rendered 
it a weapon supporting the military front for the 
sake of liberation, or, was it meant to undermine 
the role of the military front, so that the political 
solution might become an alternative to total 
liberation ? 


On the acceptance of a Palestinian state. Leader- 
ships and certain Arab revolutionary quarters say, 
let the Palestinians decide their future, if they 
would want a Palestinian state, we have to agree. 
Do you think that this policy contradicts those 
nationalist trends which view the Palestinian ques- 
tion as concerning every Arab state and not the 
Palestinian alone? 


Can we kindly ask His Excellency, the Vice Presi- 
dent, to talk briefly on the prospects for the deve- 
lopment of Turkish-Iraqi relations, particularly 
under present circumstances? 


What is the Iraq’s stand towards selling crude oil 
at lower prices to Islamic states? 


Arab-Soviet freindship has, since it began until 
now, passed various circumstances which, at times, 
brought successes and gains, for both sides, and at 
others passed through crises. The question is: 
What are the bases which you think appropriate for 
the successful continuation of this friendship. 
Bearing in mind previous experiences, so that 
shocks and incidental reactions could be avoided? 
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How are relations with Kuwait? How far have the 
border talks gone? Has the date of the visit of 
Mr. Vice President to Kuwait, been fixed? 


It is observed that Iraqi policy towards the Gulf, 
is to a certain extent two-sided, on the one hand, 
brotherly relations exist on state level, while on 
the other conferences are held and slogans adopted 
against what are called reactionary and agent 
regimes etc.. How is it possible to reconcile 
these two trends? 


Opponents of Iraq say that, in the post-October 
stage, Iraq has adopted a slogan of “rejection” 
as a spoken slogan without an alternative. 


Unity between Syria and Iraq has been much 
talked about recently. Would you please clarify 
Iraq’s viewpoint as regards this unity. 


What is the attitude of Iraq towards the stand 
adopted by the Arab oil—producing countries 
whether with regard to their decision to impose an 
embargo on exports to the USA Holland and others, 
or to lift the embargo? Does that mean that coor- 
dination of oil policy between Iraq and the Arab 
oil exporting countries, has ceased or at least, 
postponed? How long will this lack of oil coordina- 
tion continue? Wouldn’t this boycott inflict harm 
at the national level for the Arab countries in the 
future? 


We would like to know the exact attitude of Iraq 
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towards Syria’s position regarding the question 
of war, the question of disengagement of forces, 
the Geneva conference, especially that authority 
in Syria, as has been stated by another country is 
apparently, in the hands of the Ba’th Party. 


What can Iraq offer the Palestinian revolution 
if it wishes to continue the struggle against the 
peaceful settlement being discussed at present? 
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ANSWERS TO PART TWO. 


In answer to these questions, Comrade Saddam 
Hussain said: 

We have stated that our internal and Arab policy 
stems from the principles of our Party. It 1s necessary, 
however, to point out some aspects of our international 
policy concerning certain questions. Unlike certain 
other regimes, we do not have a complex regarding 
traditional assumptions—we are not affraid of entering 
into relation with any state, except the Zionist entity 
which we do not consider as a state. At no time, we 
think, would there be any possibility to cooperate 
with this entity. Severing diplomatic relations with 
the U.S.A. is, therefore, a political stand based on 
principles. It is a firm stand and will continue, if Ame- 
rican policy would follow the same course which made 
us sever diplomatic relations with her. However, 
we have no sensitivity or a complex against having 
transactions with any firm in the world, on bases that 
would preserve our sovereignty and insure legitimate 
mutual benefits according to national and international 
yardsticks. There are major projects in this country: 
large and extraordinary: there are no limits as to how 
huge they can be. The notion of becoming isolated 
from the world and living on a secluded self-sufficiency 
basis, 1s non-existent and rejected. Interaction and 
cooperation with the world, within a framework that 
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would safeguard our sovereignty, our national inde- 
pendent personality, and our nationalist interests, 
and would not contradict all these matters, is the policy 
which we have adopted in our economic and political 
deals, and in all other spheres. 

Therefore, it is inevitable to deal and cooperate 
with states and firms to implement 1n Iraq those enter- 
prises for which Iraqi experience and capabilities are 
either inadequate in general, or, from the technical 
aspect. In Iraq contracts have been concluded with 
American companies and firms from other western 
states. We are dealing with several western countries 
and with all the socialist states with no exception. 
However, dealing with all, is determined by our natio- 
nal interests. Dealing is carried out sometimes within 
a strategic framework, as is the case with the socialist 
states; while at others, it is carried out within the frame- 
work of immediate mutual interests, as is the case with 
some western companies, American firms included. 
A contractor may come, and implement a project 
during a fixed period. Costs, time and technical spe- 
cifications are agreed upon. He accomplishes his task. 
We fulfil our obligations regarding payment, and he 
leaves. Hence, there is no contradiction between deci- 
ding to sever diplomatic relations with America and 
concluding commercial deals with some American 
firms in accordance with the bases mentioned above. 
American companies will not constitute an open door 
for changing our political pursuit. And our political 
stands vis-a-vis the US will not prevent us from dealing 
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with American firms on the bases outlined above. 

A Japanese journalist asks about Iraq’s policy 
towards Israel. 

We will discuss the main issues, leaving the details 
to his imagination. To begin with, we wish to state: 

The war of June 5, 1967, had been an effect not 
a cause. The problem therefore, started before that 
date. What then is the problem? Here, we would ask 
the whole world to answer this question, clearly. 
We demand that the answer be related to right human 
principles in general and the right of nations to self- 
determination. The root of the problem, we believe, 
lies in the fact that there were people living securely 
on their land,a people coexisting with their different 
religions. These people were driven out of their home- 
land and were replaced by others emigrating from 
Japan, the U.S.A., the Soviet Union and every other 
place. They come and gather in this land at the expense 
of a people who were rendered homeless and living in 
the open air. This is the root of the problem. This is the 
essence of the basic political differences between what 
is being posed by Iraq and by many others, Arabs or 
non-Arabs. Hence, the 5th of June and 6th of October, 
are effects not causes. Why? Let us find out. Solutions 
could be reached if the causes are pointed out coura- 
geously and impartially. We therefore believe that all 
subsequent plans are not dealing with the causes. 
Rather, effects associated with causes are dealt with, 
while the causes themselves are being neglected. In 
consequence, all these solutions will certainly be 
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temporary, and will continue to be inconsistent with 
justice and fairness. 

One brother stated that Iraq had abundant oil 
resources, yet, it was inclined to secure loans. 

In reply to this, | would wish to state that we have 
no funds in banks. When we nationalized the oil 
industry we had no funds. Our people constituted 
our large assets and hard currency. Our people still 
constitute large assets, our hard currency, our reserves 
and grants. However, we have to take every thing into 
account. We have contracted loans out of necessity, 
not as a luxury, according to present and future prog- 
nostications. The resources we are talking about are 
those flowing through pipelines, some of which lie 
outside the sphere of our sovereignty. At the time we 
are confronting courageously, imperialist schemes, 
we cannot imagine that those schemes would be con- 
fined to maneuvering the Kurdish question only. 
Imperialism will maneuver every thing. We have to be 
prepared for every situation so as to surprise it by 
unexpected formulae. Wherever imperialism may 
venture to maneuver, we also will maneuver some three 
or four affairs to inflict harm upon it. We will not defend 
Iraq inside Iraq. They can never drag us into such a 
situation. If they strike at one issue, we will instigate, 
some four similar issues for them to face.Hence, all our 
economic and political calculations are designed in 
a manner that would permit us to bow to none but God. 
This is our policy. We are endeavouring not to give 
ground, at any time, for an aggression that would 
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twist our arms, inflicting pain, on us or make us, 
capitualte, compromise or be caught unawares. The 
loans which we have requested are designed to be used 
in the development plans and to benefit from technical 
experiences, financial possibilities and speedy imple- 
mentation. These are the bases of our policy with 
respect to loans. The policy of loans is used all over 
the world, not out of immediate financial needs, but 
in order to make use of technical possibilities and quick 
implementation. We are concerned with this aspect of 
loans, rather than the fact that funds are made availa- 
ble. We do not think that we would guide for imperia- 
lism by saying that it would inevitably try to maneuver 
issues regarding the pipelines lying beyond the sphere 
of our sovereignty. This is a matter that we expect to 
happen each day, week and month, keeping in mind 
that we will face it quietly, that is, we will not be sur- 
prised at all to hear one day, that a piepeline has been 
impaired somewhere, somehow. We will impair twenty 
pipelines of theirs, yet, that would not be sufficient. 
We have to decide in advance, how we could stand fast 
for a long period of time so that we may be able to 
impair twenty pipelines. 

As for the policy concerning the Gulf states, and 
callingonsomeofthem to pooleffortsina way that would 
encounter schemes and attempts against the Arab 
character of the Gulf, we wish to say that we support 
any effort exerted to preserve the Arab character of 
the Gulf. The Gulf States in general, are persistently 
requested at this stage, to coordinate efforts for the 
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sake of preserving the Arab character of the Gulf. 

As to whether we have a defined plan, well.. 
our plan could be summed up in pooling efforts to 
confront foreign aggression, and rejecting intervention 
by any state, throughout the world, with the aim of 
impairing the Arab character of the Gulf. Iran should 
not be allowed to send troops to Oman. The regime 
in Oman should have considered, from the beginning, 
solving the problems with the people. As this would 
have been better than asking foreign help. Again, it 
should have asked itself whether there had been any 
experience, throughout the world, that had been 
protected by foreigners for ever. There is absolutely no 
experience in the world that has been protected by 
foreigners for ever. There is a big difference, I presume, 
between recorded history of a person employing 
foreigners against his people, and a person employing 
his people against foreigners. We support every 
effort, and the difference between our regime and 
that of the Gulf states, will not preclude coordina- 
tion of intentions which should be determined by 
daily conduct and related plans. 

One brother said that Syria was apparently 
governed by the Ba’th Party. Our attitude toward this 
matter is quite plain. The Eighth Regional Conference 
collected all the scattered literature of the Party, so as 
to have a clear definition regarding the Party question 
in Syria. There is nothing I wish to add in this regard. 
But I would like to say—without mentioning or defi- 
ning any particular Party—that we are ready to coor- 
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dinate and exchange viewpoints with any Arab regime, 
however different the nature and formations of our 
regime might be from theirs, with the purpose of serving 
the interests of our Arab people, their struggle and 
their future, and of weakening imperialist schemes 
and, strengthening the trend rejecting the impairment 
of the Arab homeland. This applies to Syria, and to 
any Arab regime including Saudi Arabia. This however, 
does not mean that we will renounce our principles 
or, refrain from disclosing our viewpoints which we 
deem correct. Nevertheless, it will not hinder coor- 
dination whenever it seems necessary, useful and 
possible. 

Iraq is alleged to be a Soviet colony. We will never 
become a colony for anyone. Our policy is clear— 
we will never be a colony. As regards who is entitled 
to talk about Soviet policy, it is the Soviets themselves. 
But what we understand of their policy, is that they 
do not want a colony. Friendship, throughout the 
world, is to be determined on clear bases. 

There is another question associated with this 
one. How do we see and envisage the bases of friendship 
with the Soviets, in the light of past experiences? 
To begin with, there must be friendship. There is a 
difference between friendship based on strategic con- 
cepts, on the one hand, and relationship by way of 
opportunity or meeting, with regard to a particular 
affair, interest or an immediate objective, on the other. 
When we say that we are friends with so and so, we 
mean friendship within the framework of the nationa- 
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list struggle, and not that of internal struggle or inter- 
nal objectives alone. What occurred in the past with 
some Arabs, was not, we believe, friendship. Obviously, 
we have a stand towards the Palestinian question, and 
at the same time the Soviets have another. We are 
guided by our stand and the policy related to that 
stand, while the Soviets are guided by their attitude 
and the policy related to their attitude. This we dis- 
close frankly without any hesitation or embarrass- 
ment, and without any reaction on the part of the 
Soviets, on the matter regardless of their attitude, 
point of view or even reaction, if it is shown one day, 
we are friends according to our concepts, and the bases 
which we define beforehand. We agree on and accept 
these bases. The bases for our friendship with the 
Soviets call for absolute independence in our internal, 
external and Arab policies, and non-interference in 
one another’s internal affairs. There are interests which 
come within the framework of strategic concepts, 
based on principles, rather than interests and formulated 
in accordance with a transient, commercial outlook. 
We agree to the fundemental bases of the policy of the 
Soviet Union, that is anti-imperialism, world peace 
and support for peoples who are fighting for freedom 
and building up socialism. But howdo we build up socia- 
lism? We have our own starting-points for that. How 
do we assist those people asking for help throughout 
the world? We may disagree, agree or have analogous 
attitudes; this is something else. Hence there are certain 
coinciding fundemental concepts in our policy and 
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relationship with the Soviet Union. These questions 
were clearly defined right from the start, and matters 
and relations were not improvised or, hastily done, 
we did not say, come let us be friends, only to start 
attacking each other on radio broadcasts afterwards. 
In the event we had different attitudes we would ex- 
plain to each other the reasons lying behind such 
attitudes. In the course of such consultations, we may 
agree on some questions, or we may disagree, and 
remain in disagreement as has been the case with 
respect to Arab policy, and particularly, in relation 
to the Palestinian question, and our understanding 
of it and the policy adopted in this regard. 

There are clear indications that some aspects of 
our policies may sometimes coincide, while others may 
diverge. Nevertheless, our relations with the Soviets 
have not deteriorated at all. On the contrary, they have 
now been clearly consolidated as we are about to 
maintain this friendship in a framework which may 
fulfil, for both parties, interests based on principles 
stemming from strategic concepts, provided that they 
are free from any exploitation of either party by the 
other. 

Why didn’t the Iraqi troops go back to Syria? 
The Iraqi army will appear on the scene wherever 
there is a firm opportunity and planning to deploy 
troops on the bases of a distinct and agreed policy with 
respect to strategic and transient aims. This is our 
policy. We have no surplus troops to be sent where 
two bullets may be fired. Rather, we have an army 
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ready for a real national need. Wherever there is an 
opportunity, we will not hesitate to deploy it properly 
on the bases of a distinct and agreed upon policy in 
relation to transient and strategic aims. 

This applies to Syria, Egypt, Jordan and Saudi 
Arabia, if any of them would one day attempt or, 
enter into a conflict, to defend Arab territory. It also 
applies to any of the Gulf states without exception. 
It applies, just as well, to Iraq. In other words, the 
Iraqi arms will be used when necessary in defence of 
territory and sovereignty because Iraq is part of the 
Arab homeland. 

How could we understand Soviet policy towards 
the Palestinian question through Iraq’s dealings with 
the Soviet Union? My previous answer, I believe, is 
clear. The Soviets declare their opinions and stand in 
a defined manner, and I have nothing to add to this 
subject. 

Would Iraq help Lebanon to enable it face its oil 
problems? 

Iraq and Lebanon have an agreement that will 
expire at the end of 1975. It covers transit revenues 
and Iraq’s assistance to Lebanon to cover its oil needs. 
The agreement could be summed up as follows: 40%, 
of the production is pumped via Lebanon and the rest 
via Syria. Lebanon is paid 11 cents/barrel for crude 
transiting its territory and is allowed a certain amount 
of oil for internal consumption at preferential prices 
that do not exceed the real production cost. This is 
the agreement concluded between Iraq and Lebanon. 
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The Palestinian Question 


One of the questions asked says: What can 
we expect with regard to Palestinian policy after 
the Geneva conference? A second related question 
says: What are you offering the Palestinian fighters 
who are rejecting this policy and its ensuing results? 
A third question which is also connected with this 
subject reads: Certain Arab states say: let the Pales- 
tinians decide their policy regarding Palestine. 

To begin with, we will discuss the central issue 
and then we will proceed to secondary matters. We will 
not say, let the Palestinians determine the Palestinian 
question, nor are we the sort that would say let the 
Syrians decide the future of Syria, or the Egyptians 
decide that of Egypt. The Egyptians and the Syrians 
themselves did not say, neither by way of declared 
statements, nor by means of the policy which had been 
actually adopted during the 6 October war, that they 
alone, would decide their destiny. In our actual plan- 
ned and implemented policy, there are indications 
pointing in this direction. Our army which had been 
to fight on the northern and western fronts, was not 
dispatched to fight in defence of Iraqi territory, but 
Arab territory. When an Arab fights and sacrifies his 
life, naturally, this does not fall in the scope of interna- 
tional assistance or friendly help, which, in fact, is an 
excess of what’s available or, an effort that could be 
dispensed with. 

We went there as Arabs, and fought as Arabs with 
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all, and not part of our strength. We put all our weight 
in the battle, and on this basis we have the right to say, 
and on grounds of real policy and conduct related 
thereto, that the Palestinians may not be left alone to 
decide. They may decide on behalf of the Arab 
people, but in the right direction. This is the cause that 
all the Arabs are fighting for and defending, and for the 
sake of which, efforts of millions of Arabs are being 
mobilized. It has been the central slogan of the Arabs 
before and since 1948, and until the present time. 

No one may deal with this question on behalf of 
the Arabs, in a manner that runs opposite to the right 
course. There remain the related commitments manily 
to utilize our efforts when an opportunity presents 
itself, not in the manner demanded by others, but rather 
in a manner which we put at the disposal of others. 

Our Palestinian brothers clearly know that any 
possible assistance within our ability, as seen by them 
not by us, will be readily put at their disposal, in a 
fashion that may preserve their rights, help them to 
take a firm stand and carry on the struggle toward the 
ultimate goal, without having to retreat, make con- 
cessions, give up, or compromise. We shall not conceal 
this stand. It has been, and will be announced. We 
know that we will have to pay for it an unusual price. 
We know that, were we to take a regional stand, 1m- 
perialism would have granted us a respite. If we had 
kept silent when fighting ceased, if we had withdrawn 
our troops, if we had been back home to busy our- 
selves with our own problems, imperialist attempts 
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against us, in terms of time, would have been less than 
those launched at present. Imperialism would have 
granted us a temporary truce, the second stage. We 
know that this policy is exhausting, yet, we will con- 
tinue to follow the same course. | think if Iraq had been 
different, to what it is now, the peaceful solution 
would not have hampered in this manner, because the 
Arab masses also, wish to hear of different points of 
view. Some utterances voiced are following the same 
course. Yet, an opinion loudly expressedis not the same 
as that said ina manner. We consider ours as being loud 
and therefore, it would be inevitable to be taken into 
account. 


Oil and the Battle 


In reply to the following question: Has oil been 
properly used as a weapon in the battle? Has oil been 
used as a weapon instead of arms in the battle? Will 
the difference of viewpoints held by Iraq and the Arab 
states regarding oil policy and using oil as a weapon, 
lead to alienation? How long will this alienation last? 
Comrade Saddam Hussain said: 

The slogan of using oil as a weapon in the battle, 
was first raised by Iraq; namely, by the A.B.S.P., and 
not by any other party in the world or the Arab home- 
land. This 1s an accepted historical fact. We raised this 
slogan before the war, and on October 7 we again 
seriously called for its direct implementation. We kept 


108 


insisting on this slogan in a manner that embarrassed 
some Arab states. What is the essence of this slogan 
which was first raised and practically put into effect by 
the A.B.S.P., leader of the regime in this country? 
In a manner that will serve its purpose? This has been 
explained in a memorandum submitted to the meeting 
of Arab Ministers of Defence and Foreign Affairs, 
held in Cairo several months before 6 October. You 
may review these documents. Since that time we 
raised this slogan not just in words, but in a production 
programming formula, so to speak asa means to convert 
it into practical steps within a legal framework. We 
told our Arab brothers at the time, that we were an 
oil producing state, and hence in proposing that slogan, 
we could not be considered as being boastful, since 
we were raising it in a brotherly fashion and were 
aware of its effectiveness. We told them that we would 
be the first to put it into effect in Iraq, and thus make 
us the ‘“‘Fedayeen’. We explained that the slogan 
stipulates that oil states which are capable of natio- 
nalization, should nationalize US interests, and thre- 
aten to nationalize the interests of any state that would 
adopt a stand similar to that of the US. Nationalized 
oil should not be sold to the same quarters, but to 
other companies and countries, so as to benefit the 
world from it and to strengthen Arab policy in the 
field of foreign relations. As for those Arab states 
which are incapable of nationalization, they should 
effectively cut off oil supplies to the US and to any 
state adopting a stand similar to that of the US. 
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When the war broke out on 6 October, three 
interrelated and interdependent decisions were taken 
by the leadership. Firstly, finding a political solution 
for the problem with Iran, resuming diplomatic rela- 
tions with it and declaring that an Iranian delegation 
would be welcomed in Iraq or an Iraqi delegation 
would be sent to Iran, to solve existing problems, 
within this framework. Secondly, sending Iraqi troops 
to the northern front, since Iraqi planes had already 
been sent, before the war, to the western front, and 
were, as it is known, actually taking part in the war 
on this front. Thirdly, nationalization of US oil inte- 
rests because of the US attitude toward the cause of 
Arab struggle, in particular. We wish to state however, 
as a historical record, that not all of the Arab states 
were willing at the beginning to adopt the decisions 
which had been taken. Delegates sent to the Arab 
states by the President, were clearly told: ““We cannot 
follow this course. We can contribute money, but 
manipulating oil, is a matter that is rejected.” 

At this point the role of hard currency, came into 
play... the role of the masses. The gigantic current 
prompted everyone to seek out means to face the said 
current which came into existence by the war condi- 
tions. On October 6, in the evening, those decisions 
were adopted, and on the 7th, the US interests were 
nationalized, because of the US stand. We do not wish 
to outbid our Arab brothers, as everyone has his own 
circumstances and capabilities. But we would like to 
say that, had policies been coordinated without taking 
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account considerations, all the Arabs could have 
taken a stronger position than the one they adopted. 
Also, some Arab states could have taken better posi- 
tions, if they were capable of renouncing or resisting 
imperialist policies. As stated, this was our policy; 
some would cut off oil supplies to the US and others 
would nationalize. A decision was taken at the con- 
ference held in Kuwait, to cut oil production by 5% 
as a Start, that is 15% of total production. The per- 
centage was increased as the war continued. If the war 
had coritinued for two months, many concepts and 
other matters would have changed in the Arab home- 
land. We do not support the suspension of oil produc- 
tion in general. Why should we discontinue oil supplies 
to non-hostile, European states? 

Are we seeking to gain more enemies, or are we 
intent on reducing them in order to gain more friends 
and neutralize others? This is our policy. Therefore, 
we were and are still of the opinion that cutting off 
oil supplies completely at that time, was an erroneous 
stand. 

Hence, there are different opinions. But this 
does not prevent the coordination of Arab oil policy 
for the sake of common interests.There is no alienation 
but, rather coordination between us and the Arab oil- 
producing states. Attending the conferences held by 
OPEC or OAPEC, when needed, is our oil policy 
in brief. Hence, the slogan of using oil as a weapon in 
the battle, has been raised by us. And as far as we are 
concerned, there has been no substitute for using this 
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weapon. We have adopted three interrelated and 
interdependent decisions that may jointly illustrate 
the policy advocated by this regime. To mention some, 
sending trrops abroad to join the battle, and nationa- 
lization of US oil interests, which was followed by the 
nationalization of Dutch interests. 

As for our Arab brothers, we are of the opinion 
that many of them participated to the extent of their 
abilities. Some offered financial support, others ex- 
pressed support through the oil policy, some gave 
arms, and others expressed their support by means 
of all these measures. Concerning our policy with 
Turkey we maintain good relations, and we are stri- 
ving to improve these relations in the political and 
economic fields. There are some proposed joint pro- 
jects. Turkey obtains certain amounts of oil from our 
fields. This, in brief, is the profile of Iraqi-Turkish 
relationship. The prospects of its development depends 
on the desire of both parties to do so, as far as we are 
concerned, we are willing to develop relations with 
Turkey, and as for Turkey, we gather from our dealings 
with it, that it is also willing to do so. But how far this 
this will go, only the future will reveal. 


Oil Prices 


Concerning the question about Iraq’s stand vis- 
a-vis selling crude oil at lower prices to Islamic states. 
To begin with, we would wish to state that our policy 
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is founded on the basis of making available, as much 
as possible, oil supplies needed by friendly states and 
those states advocating a neutral stand towards the 
question of our national struggle, that is, those who 
are not harbouring any prejudice against our struggle. 

As for other states, our dealings with them are 
purely on a commercial basis. Yet, even such commer- 
cial transactions are based on a formula which is not 
isolated from our attitude towards the question of 
our national struggle. Turkey, for example, is placed 
in Category I, that is friendly states, and not Category 2. 
It follows from that, that an amount of oil has been 
made available for Turkey. In the future, any order 
that comes from Turkey will be met with a positive 
response. As for oil prices, they are determined in the 
first place on the basis of equality. When details are 
worked out, the two categories mentioned above, 
are taken into consideration. Our Turkish brothers 
know the price they pay to buy oil, and the price at 
which we sell it to others. 


Relations With Kuwait 


The people of Kuwait are our brothers, apart from 
the fact that they are our neighbours. In certain fields, 
relations between Iraq and Kuwait are wider than those 
between Iraq and other Arab states. We were and still 
are, willing to have normal relations that may preserve 
good neighbourhood and enhance fraternal ties. There 
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had been a certain problem, i.e., the question of the 
demarcation of border. For several reasons, no opini- 
on had been expressed by Iraq on accepting the border 
demarcation. But later, the Kuwaiti brothers were 
informed of our agreement on demarcating the borders, 
so as this question would not become a specter that 
might be used by others to frighten Kuwait, or be 
brandished at Kuwait with the purpose of passing 
schemes and plans which run counter to the interests 
of Kuwait, Iraq and the Arab nation. 

Negotiations have been held on this question. 
However, viewpoints will continue to be exchanged, 
as we are willing to seriously solve this question within 
the framework of the interests of Iraq and Kuwait 
as two countries, and in the interest of the Arab nation 
in the Gulf region and in the Arab homeland at large. 

As for the dualism marking our policy towards 
the Gulf states, as envisaged by one brother who said: 
‘“You maintain a friendly policy at the state level, and 
another policy at the level of organizations and popular 
conferences which you hold.’’ Well, I would wish to 
state that our policy suffers from no contradiction, 
as far as it is related to state conduct and the conduct 
of our party organizations and conferences. However, 
it should not be, necessarily, analogous in its details. 
Diplomatic considerations are known all over the 
world, but considerations of mass popular activities 
and conferences are also known. Accordingly, there 
is no dual policy, but there is no conformity between 
state policy and what might be announced or stated 
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at some conferences which are held in this country 
on some occasions, with respect to details or expres- 
sions: Arab or international conferences, and in that 
Iraq has only one vote, not all votes. 

Moreover, we do not place relations with all 
of the Gulf states and with all of the Arab states, at 
the same level. This is fundemental and is determined 
by the policy of Arab states towards the national 
interests which we are all fighting for, and not by the 
policy towards us, which is restricted to a limited 
framework. We are endeavouring to have normal 
relations. Our prime and basic condition, is that, this 
Emirate or that state, should not abandon any major 
national interest. No normal relations could be esta- 
blished with a state requesting the help of a foreign 
state and employing its troops against our Arab people. 
Normal relations could be established with any state 
concerned to safeguard national territory and the Arab 
nature of the Gulf. Normal relations may be developed 
through understanding and fraternal talks, in order 
to set up advanced relations on bases which are not 
isolated from our national and nationalist policy. 

One brother stated that Iraq was said to be raising 
slogans on using oil as a weapon. I have no answer 
for this questions. But I would wish to ask this brother, 
how does he see the matter? The policy which we have 
outlined, has not been clarified by statements but rather 
by facts. Is that a policy? As for those who come out 
to say that ours, is a policy of words, well, what can 
we do with them? We do not wish to repudiate them, 
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neither do we want them to repudiate us. But if they 
had any different views, we would be ready to listen 
to them and discuss matters together, in order to 
arrive at something better. 

As for the attitude of Iraq towards Syria, we will 
not discuss the details of the matter, such as the cease- 
fire and relations with the Palestinian resistance. 
We would rather dwell on the original basic question. 
Our answer to that is contained in our previous reply 
concerning our attitude to Syria as a sister country. 
Our attitude towards Syria as a regime, and our attitude 
towards the authorities there, as far as this question 
is concerned, are determined in the light of what con- 
cerns us; from the initial attitude to the Arab-Zionist 
conflict and the question of rights. Where does it 
start, and where does it end? 

The post-October situation is not new with 
its differences in a negative framework, as far as the 
possibilities of the Arab nation and the confrontation 
circumstances are concerned. Nothing new, more 
passive, has taken place. We are still within the same 
negative framework of the situation preceeding the 
war. Fighting itself had ceased before the war. If the 
Palestinian resistance had said before the war, let us 
fight in defense of Palestine, in defense of all territory, no 
resignation, no negotiation, no reconciliation etc.. 
What is it that took place, or caused some of them to 
say “‘there is a new situation.” If there had been any new 

situation, it would have been in the interest of the Arab 
struggle, in the interest of instigating them to continue 
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the struggle and not the contrary. 

This means that, for our struggle, the post- 
October situation is better that the pre-October condi- 
tion. We would wish, however, to pose the following 
question to those brothers who advocate the emergence 
of a new attitude in consequence to the new situation. 
Is it supposed that the new attitude should assume a 
stronger principled and political position or, should it 
be oriented towards concessions? 

We cannot see anything negative added to the 
pre-October conditions. To the contrary, we find, 
following the October war, positive manifestations 
that may strengthen the struggle in a more precise way. 


Economic Relations With Japan 


We decided to establish advanced relations with 
Japan, both as a state and as companies. No decision 
can be taken to establish advanced relations with any 
state, unless we have certain bases for that. Hence, 
it has been decided to establish advanced economic rela- 
tions with Japan. Our effort in this respect went as far as 
concluding the agreement which has been previously 
mentioned. Precisely speaking, it is an agreement which 
involves enterprises not a loan, in the conventional 
meaning. The agreement provides for the establish- 
ment of a 15-20 million ton refinery, a cement plant of 
a certain capacity, plants for gas utilization and other 
projects. We feel that there are wide prospects for the 
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development of Iraqi-Japanese relations in the field 
of economic cooperation, on the grounds that Japan, 
as we envisage has no political designs on, or influence 
in, Irag, that may run counter to the revolution. Besi- 
des, past relations were free from any complications 
that block the development of Iraqi-Japanese relations. 


Q. “At the beginning of your speech you mentioned 
that you knew that what had happened would, 
necessarily, have had happened. You added that, 
inevitably, it should have had happened. What is 
that will happen? 

Reference is made here to the counter-revolutio- 
nary imperialist schemes in general, and associated 
schemes. One such scheme, is the counter-revolutio- 
nary pocket within the Kurdish movement. We have 
scientifically anticipated the formulae, timing, and 
the traditional quarters and forces, were all scientifi- 
cally precalculated. 


Q. What did you expect of the October war ? Are we to 
understand that the war was mobilized to end the 
way it did? 

It is advisable to avoid discussion of details which 
might be harmful to others. We will avoid any talk 
from a certain level as it might be unjust or inaccurate. 
Yet, we believe that attitudes and mentalities are inse- 
parable. Attitudes cannot be separated from the pre- 
requisites which should be made ready before taking 
any stand, nor could they be separated from the newly 
created and unaccounted circumstances. In our opinion 
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nothing may be newly created and unaccounted 
which may call for retreat or, re-examination of basic 
political, military and economic positions. There have 
been, in fact, certain manifestations which were a 
cause of surprise even for the Arab authorities. To 
mention some: the method of mobilizing Arab masses, 
their readiness to offer sacrifices and the manner of 
fighting of the courageous Arab soldier who, in the 
past, had been denied the opportunity to fight in a 
normal fashion. Had he been given, during the follo- 
wing days and months the full opportunity, he would 
have proved that he is capable of fighting heroically. 
Therefore, we hold definite views with respect to the 
question of cease-fire, and we also maintain a definite, 
clear basic view with regards to the negotiations and 
the way which they are handled, at present. 

As for the question concerning civilians and the 
military in the Party, I would like to amend the question. 
I did not say that there were civilians and members 
of the military in the Party. In the Party we cannot say 
that so and so is a civilian and, so and so is an army 
man. Rather, we say, comrade staff colonel so and so 
is a member of the Party, and general so and so is a 
member of the Leadership of a team of the Party, 
that comrade so and so is a member of the regional 
leadership of the Party and, that a general gets his 
orders from a member of the regional leadership 
though the latter is not a general himself. This is our 
Party order, it is applied in practice, not in theory and 
is not wishful thinking. I would like to add that if you 


119 


visited the offices of all the responsible comrades, 
you would notice that are wearing plain cloths, just 
like mine, and that they are not seated in tanks where- 
from do they get their strength. 

All of us, strating from the President down to 
the lowest Party member, get our strength from the 
policy advocated by the Party. Our strength also lies 
in the extent of how far we are committed to the prin- 
ciples we are fighting for, the principles which have 
been announced to those who have been stationed 
with their tanks at the eastern front, holding their gunsin 
readiness to defend any part of Iraq and the Arab 
homeland. 

The defects of previous experiences were not 
caused by the military. Besides, there is the question 
of the experiences themselves; were they revolutionary 
experiences or something else? A revolution is not a 
statement to be announced, nor is it a programme to 
be broadcast. It is something bigger, and greater 
emanating from preconceptions, programmes, imple- 
mentation, then formulae which are vitally connected 
with the preconceptions and programmes, accurately 
expressing them. The defects have been diagnosed 
to be within the experiences thcmselves, and not in the 
armed forces. If the experiences were revolutionary 
ones, no defects would appear within the armed forces 
that may put an end to the revolution. This is the 
method upon which our policy and preconceptions 
are based. The army and the armed forces in this 
country, in general, receive their orders from the 
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Party which they execute enthusiastically and with 
conviction. I say the Party as there is no political group, 
other than the Party, which is permitted to be active 
inside the armed forces. This is a matter agreed upon 
in the Charter of National Action. And it is justifiable. 

We may find our justification in the fact that 1m- 
perialism has been for six years—and this does not 
mean that it is a long period— trying, to instigate a 
unit on the same lines which you hear about happening 
in the third world. It is possible that some, may har- 
bour counter-revolutionary notions inside the armed 
forces, the trade-unions or at the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. But does that thereaten the revolution? We 
can confidently reassure you that there is no force 
which threatens the revolution. 

At the end of the meeting, one of those present, 
requested the Deputy Chairman to clarify his state- 
ment to the effect that Iraqi-Soviet policies may coin- 
cide though they may also differ. 

The clarity of our friendly relations which are 
founded on the bases explained above, cannot make 
us imagine that our friends may, as a result of disa- 
greement of viewpoints, advocate a position which 
may be harmful to our particular independent policy. 

As for the question of arms, we may get weapons 
where they may be available and useful for our armed 
forces based on scientific calculations and relevant 
political considerations. 
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Building 
the 
National Front 


Once again I would like to welcome you and 
express appreciation for your struggle and assiduous 
endeavours for building up the N.N.P.F. I would 
also like to express appreciation for your struggle 
and efforts for building up a new fraternal united Iraq. 

When the Front subcommittees and the High 
Committee convene, it 1s inevitable that some light is 
thrown on a number of questions, that would facilitate 
your work among the masses. The Front’s fruitful ac- 
tion among the masses depends on the clarity ofits politi- 
cal line, and the clarity of the manner of handling all 
questions; questions relating to our country or those 
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relating to this region, including international pro- 
blems. 


Self Criticism 


Before doing anything else, it would be necessary 
to start with self criticism. Iraq and the parties joining 
the N.N.P.F. have suffered, on the road of the hard 
struggle, from several experiences which, more often, 
were bitter experiences. I say, more often, as the par- 
ties committed to the N.N.P.F. used to place the weight 
of responsibility on external factors. 

Between 1958 and 1963, failures were met by 
the two main political parties committed at present 
to the Front, i.e., the A.B.S.P. and the C.P. If we 
return to that very stage, we would notice that both 
of them insisted on considering external forces as 
the causes of failure. None of them tried to attribute 
more importance to the objective factors for failure. 
Reactionary rightist forces, imperialism, reactionary 
supports, imperialist support, the right wing as a 
mentality, and the right wing as interests, have been 
existing inside the society. Their existence is not the 
fruit of today, nor of that past stage, the failure of 
which we have witnessed. Their existence goes back 
years before that date. At present, they are still exis- 
ting inside the Iraqi society. Reaction is still present 
in the form of ideas, of interests and imperialist sup- 
port. Naturally, the supports present here, are different 
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from those existing in reactionary countries. Here, itis a 
remanant of the support deposited in the minds and 
wishes of some people. They exist also in the northern 
region of our beloved homeland. This is revealed 
by the fact that these pockets are, at present, raising 
arms against the Iraqi people; Arabs, Kurds and 
minorities, against autonomy, against the unity of 
our homeland and against the revolutionary progres- 
sive liberation movement. 

Thus, and in spite of the span that has been co- 
vered on the road of revolution and the building up 
of the new society, reactionary support could still be 
detected in this country. 

Let us ask ourselves: Measured by conventional 
standards, were the possibilities of the national mo- 
vement at the period extending between 1958, follo- 
wing the July Revolution, and the end of 1963, longer, 
or have they become greater at present and also during 
the years 1968, 1969, 1970? 

According to conventional standards, those pos- 
sibilities were greater at that time. But according to 
the additional developed standards, and if matters 
were calculated in relation to progress and success, 
the possibilities at present, are much greater and could 
not be compared with the possibilities of the national 
movement at that time. 
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Why Did the National Movement 
Fail in the Past? 


Why did the National movement fail at that 
time, and why is it making a successful steady advance 
at present? The secret is rooted in objective factors; 
in attaining maturity, making use of experiences, 
in correct analysis, correct attitudes, restraining ille- 
gitimate emotions and, restraining attitudes of im- 
mediate outlook which, always used to proceed from 
erroneous estimations that often were made at the 
expense of strategic objectives and long-term aims. 


Let us make this question a way for viewing our- 
selves, viewing others, and viewing our progress and 
future concepts, and also for viewing the require- 
ments of the future. 


When a gap develops between you as national 
parties committed to the Front, don’t tell us that the 
reactionary elements were effectively active in the 
region of the mid-Euphrates, or that you had been 
overcome by the right wing in Basra. 


First tell us where have you been wrong. Ask 
yourselves what opportunity have you made avai- 
lable for the reactionary and right wing elements. 
What opportunity have you made available, not 
necessarily consciously, for imperialist quarters, whe- 
reby they were able to infiltrate through your ranks 
and to exhaust you, so that you would request the 
Front Committee to solve your problems or, to close 
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the gap opened by imperialism and reaction or, through 
which the right wing infiltration was made. 

We have all felt, through the past-Iraqi experience 
of political action, the bitterness caused by the im- 
mediate method of viewing things and by hasty dea- 
lings. We have all paid an unusual price for this. We 
have to figure things by means of a new way. And this 
new way, in our estimation, cannot be found outside 
the framework of the concepts which have been briefly 
explained above, and dealt with, at length, in the Char- 
ter of National Action. 


Manifestations Instigated by Imperialism 


We cannot but assume our present disposition 
poster. Since no honest citizen or fighter of any natio- 
nal political movement or of the people, is ready to 
accept hesitation, compromise, submission or retreat. 

This process has a beginning and indications 
during this stage; but the indications of this stage, 
do not represent its end. 

We are still at the beginning of the ambitious 
path which we have decided to follow.. The road 
of building up socialism, fighting imperialism and 
making this country a safe and vital base for the Arab 
struggle, in general, and an example of experience 
in the region of the Middle East, as a whole. This is 
not a short path nor is it an easy one. 

It is only natural then, to see different manifes- 


129 


tations which sometine, take the form of armed po- 
ckets up in the mountains, or economic crises or black 
conditions. At times, these assume the form of verbal 
assaults on Iraq across the borders, at others, they are 
interpreted by gun boat diplomacy with troops de- 
ployed along our eastern frontiers, to the purpose of 
heaving us into hesitation and compromise. These 
manifestations are expressed, again and again, in 
many other different forms. 

What you may hear or read, should not scare 
or frustrate you. This is a serious opportunity for 
you to accumulate new additional experiences and 
new formulae to confront and harm imperialism 
which is putting to test its latest methods and means, 
at this stage of scientific and technological develop- 
ment that the world is passing through. 

We are proud that imperialism is trying to test 
the finest achievements of its laboratories, and the 
best of its of computers in this region. We will feel 
more proud to see the failure and defeat of imperialism. 
We are confident that failure has been, and will be met 
by imperialism on all fronts it may try to open. We 
are confident that the people and their fighting na- 
tional forces rallying under the banner of the Front, 
will be victorious. 

Events, however great, will never abate our 
confidence. Expanding fronts and enemy ferocious- 
ness would neither do so. Rather, they would consoli- 
date and strengthen our confidence. However, if the 
image of finding out a guideline for better action would 
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ever get blurred in the mind of any Iraqi citizen, let 
him review the methods and positions of the counter 
forces, so as he would get reassured of the correctness 
of his approach. 


Imperialism is Disturbed by Our Progress 


It is to our pride and the pride of the Iraqi people, 
that world imperialism is disturbed by our progress, 
and feels uneasy about this small country with its 
ten million people in this region. 

There are many other factors on the road of 
revolution and construction that may call for pride 
and elation and promote us to continue the fight 
unremittingly but with no sense of arrogance. They 
would equally call us to move along steadily, and be 
more optimistic in order to build up the new society 
we are all fighting to attain. 

These, in brief, are the points which we decided 
to discuss with you at this meeting. We will certainly 
listen to your views and problems, each of which will 
be duely examined. We hope that real comradely 
spirit, and not that of temporary gathering, will pre- 
vail at this meeting. The comradely spirit of action 
which, when parting from your comrade your collea- 
gue on the committee membership makes you feel 
that you regard him with respect, that you remember 
his opinions and that you are keen about getting them 
discussed. You have to deepen the democratic ex- 
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perience through your relationship with each other. 
Also, you have to remove from your minds the notion 
of a single party having exclusive control of autho- 
rity, that the Front is a temporary formula, and that 
action of the Front is also a temporary matter. For 
were we willing to have things as such, the whole 
matter would not be necessary. 


Remarks by Comrade Saddam Hussain 


Comrade Hussain argued afterwards, some of the 
proposals put forward by the comrades, saying: 
We wanted to spare some comrades the effort of 
talking about certain vital matters they may wish to 
discuss, as has been done by others, who repeated the 
importance of dealing with those matters. We shall 
define our attitudes toward some of them and to deal 
with others directly. 

Before discussing things, I would like to thank, 
on behalf of the Front High Committee, those com- 
rades who expressed great concern about the Front, 
our progress, the comradely cooperation and inter- 
action between the parties committed to the Front, 
and about the necessity of accomplishing the tasks 
defined in the Charter of National Action. 

We hope that the day will come when everybody 
will act with equal enthusiasm, proceeding from the 
same psychological position, This matter ought to be 
pointed out, as we do not, so far, act with the same 
degree of enthusiasm. 


Weare all committed to the Front and the Charter 
of National Action. But there is a difference between 
being commited and a commitment produced by a 
conviction in Front action in its broad sense, as at- 
taining harmony will require inevitably, faith even 
in the details of daily work and in the importance of 
removing any obstacles. 

To cite an example; I have noticed that the re- 
presentatives of subcommittees of the northern go- 
vernorates, were more enthusiastic and had greater 
faith in the Front, the importance of consolidating 
the Front line and the details of daily work, than other 
comrades representing other governorates. 

That was quite obvious. The observer needs no 
strong indication to depict in every word uttered, in 
every proposal made, and in every erroneous position 
criticized by one comrade, the vigour aroused by the 
deep conviction. The reason is quite obvious; prolon- 
ged battles, and trenches on the same side would 
certainly unify the souls, purify them from remnants 
of the past, and deepen their faith in the Front line. 
Coming battles which we will confort in all gover- 
norates, will ensure that our enthusiasm as comrades 
who come from the northern region, or northern 
governorates of the country. 

We should confess that our work concerning 
central directives is not coordinated. The Front’s 
Secretariat is responsible for that. 

However, after this meeting where criticism 
has been made by some comrades with respect to this 
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short-coming, and due to the necessity of corrections 
in the future, we will make every effort, for the 
interaction between the centre, that is the Front High 
Committee and subcommittees in the governorates, 
will be vigorously continuous, regarding their pro- 
posals or the directives requested from the High 
Committee. 


Discussing the Proposals of Subcommittees 


Concerning the proposals presented by the sub- 
committees to the effect of setting up headquarters 
in the governorates. The subcommittees are requested 
to see to it that headquarters will be rented. At the 
end of the meeting, we will see to it that a plan for buil- 
ding up headquarters for the Front subcommittees 
in the governorates, is worked out, after requests 
for allocations are made for this purpose. The re- 
quirements necessary for administrative daily work 
at the headquarters, will also be provided. This will 
be discussed at the High Committee. 

The importance of executing the Law of Auto- 
nomy, has been stressed by the comrades. The fact 
that application is always more important than achie- 
vements in their theoretical framework, i.e., achie- 
vements in a written form which is to be promulgated 
as a legislated law, has also been emphasized. 

We would wish to state, however, that that which 
is expressed in writing, is considered valuable only 
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to the extent it is related to practicable realities. No- 
thing could be put into practice when preconception 
is lacking. Simultaneously, no formula may be con- 
sidered as a great achievement, unless it is put into 
practice by way of the details of daily work, and the 
people’s social, political and economic life. 


We Are Determined to Apply Autonomy 


We are determined to apply the law of Autonomy. 
At its recent meeting, the Front High Committee 
investigated the importance of accelerating the esta- 
blishment of autonomous institutions in the Kurdistan 
region, and completing all relevant practical formulae. 
Relentless efforts are being exerted in order to bring 
to light the autonomous institutions, and introduce 
a democratic life that goes in harmony with the Charter 
of National Action, and the Law of Autonomy which 
was promulgated on March II, 1974. 

As for the relation of the Front subcommittees 
with the administrative apparatus, we would like to 
explain that, mobilizing the masses and leading them 
in conformity with the Charter of National Action, 
is one of the tasks of the National Front. The Charter 
itself shall serve as a working guide for the state cons- 
titutional institutions. 


Daily Tasks of the Subcommittees 


As for details, although the Front subcommittees 
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could replace the Governor, the Quaimaquam, 

or Mudeer Nahia, their ideas are impracticable, 
on the one hand and, according to principles and 
political calculations, are erroneous, on the other. 

There is no doubt that these ideas are produced 
not by a conventional outlook, but rather, by a quest 
for coordination. This question, however, remains 
legitimate within the limits of seeking coordination. 
We will explain how this may be envisaged. This may 
take place in the framework of indirect formulae. 
It may also be possible, sometimes, in the framework 
of direct formulae, depending on the specific circum- 
stances and requirements of every governorate. 

It should be pointed out, however, that at the 
first stage of the revolution, the organizations of the 
A.B.S.P. demanded that they should replace the 
Quaimaquam and Mudeer Nahia, imagining that 
they could do so. Naturally, many problems were 
met as a result of this erroneous thinking .Several 
seminars were held at the level of advanced cadres. 
This concept was up held sometimes, by lower party 
cadres, members at the base, and partisans. 

Prolonged efforts were made in order to set limits 
for that. Yet, we are unable, so far, to prevent encroach- 
ments, aS a party member in, say Mishkhab or 
Hindiya, may behave in a manner that contradicts 
acknowledged central concepts. 

Hence, the notion that the Front subcommittees 
may be capable of replacing the State institutions, 
definitely, can neither cross your minds, nor could 
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it occur to us. The point, however, is focussed on the 
coordination process in the framework of practical 
measures which may reduce the time limit needed for 
a certain procedure that may serve the objectives of 
the Front. 

The governorates of the northern region have 
their particular circumstances which are different 
from those of other governorates of the country, 
i.e., they have an additional peculiarity, due to the 
existing circumstances there. 

Comrades affiliated to the Front may always 
present studies that may deal with relevant subjects, 
as viewed through a distinct central concept. 

The question of decisively ending the battle in 
our interest as national forces, and in favour of our 
people, cannot be limited to activities of military nature. 
Originally proceeding from the framework of our 
principled and political concepts, ending the battle 
decisively in our favour, should, inevitably, be achie- 
ved, not only through our conviction; but rather, 
through the conviction which might be demonstrated 
by the farthest Kurdish peasant at the remotest village 
in the northern region. The defeat of the other party 
shall commence, the moment that victory is attained 
in the sphere of principled and political understanding 
as the two hold more correct ideas, and whose opinions 
are more advantageous for the people . 

According to our convictions and analyses, this 
question has been, so far, resolved in our favour. 
Nevertheless, it may not have, necessarily, reached the 


137 


farthest Kurdish citizen at the remotest village in the 
northern region. This is your basic central task as 
far as the northern region is concerned. It is the duty 
of the information apparatus and our duty, to commu- 
nicate to the farthest Kurdish citizen in the northern 
region, these convictions and analyses, on the bases 
of which, the battle has been resolved on the ideolo- 
gical and political fronts, in our favour. 


Exposing Al Barazani’s Deviationist Policy 


Activities of a military nature will answer the 
demands and come in the wake of thése concepts. 

The Front subcommittees may, better than any 
one else, control the necessary information activities. 
Seminars may be held to be transmitted over Kirkuk 
T.V., to clarify the Front’s policy, the Law of Auto- 
nomy and.its requirements, explaining directly, openly 
and in details, the deviationist policy of Al Barazani 
and his men, and make plain that never will there be 
a time, when we may sit around the same table for 
negotiations with these agents; a tactic which had 
been much utilized by Al Barazani in the past. The 
Kurdish citizens used always to imagine that the day 
would come when those, fighting under the banner of 
the revolution, would be placed at the mercy of Al 
Barazani. Such a day will never come. This should 
be obvious. It should also be clear that we will not 
abstain or refrain from eliminating Al Barazani and 
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his group. However, the utmost we may think of, is 
that Al Barazani should hoist the white flag before it 
would be too late and, live as an ordinary citizen, and 
not as a representative of the Kurds, a national mo- 
vement or a political group, with whom we may discuss 
the Kurdish question at the same table. This point is 
absolutely rejected. It should be emphatically made 
clear, and in details, so that the Kurdish citizens may 
never imagine that a day will come when Al Barazani 
and his men would be, once more, despotic rulers of 
the northern region. 

As for the difficult economic situation in the nor- 
thern region, which has been pointed out by one 
comrade, the Front subcommittees are investigating 
those formulae which may be best applied, in order 
to effect an economic blockade. 

We are determined to subject that region which 
is not under our control, to a hard blockade. This ts 
one phase of the warfare, and our concepts which have 
been expounded along with its economic, social, 
psychological, principled, political and military as- 
pects. 

Copies of the procedures concerning the appli- 
cation of the economic blockade will be dispatched 
to you, to be studied so that your observations in this 
regard, would be taken into account, when the block- 
ade 1s applied. 
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Directions, Discipline and Abuse in the State 


We shall be bound by no obligations toward any 
government official, civilian or military, who may 
dislike our conduct regarding our people. Arabs or 
Kurds. Wrongdoers should be aware of their beha- 
viour. Such acts should be reported to the Front 
subcommittees to be examined and submitted to the 
centre, since whatever might be said about the reasons 
of such acts, they would, politically and on principle, 
be harmful, and put off victory for months. 

Any responsible person, whether a party member, 
a military man or a government office worker, should 
behave in a manner that goes in harmony with the 
central planning. This question can absolutely admit 
no trifling. The economic sphere could possibly be 
subject for manipulation. Any other question that 
may cross the mind, may admit certain flexibility, 
by keeping silent toward erroneous associated con- 
duct ; but the Kurdish question may admit that we have 
to be extremely careful in our conduct toward, and in 
dealing with, our citizens, particularly our Kurdish 
citizens. 

We should keep in mind that errors should not 
be, invariably committed, following mal-intended 
concepts. Sometimes a mistake might be committed 
by a person who imagines that he is handling matters 
correctly. This is the worst kind of error as it is com- 
mitted by a loyal person. Intentions may check severe 
punishment. But let it be clear, that even mistakes 
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caused by no evil intention are not permissible. They 
should be subject to control, discipline, and should 
be reported to the highest responsible authority, 
in order to be handled, whether they were committed 
by a Communist, a Baathist, an ordinary citizen or, 
a government official, military or civilian. 


We want to be notified of all such acts. Reports 
should be submitted together with definite evidence 
and other relevant indications in order to facilitate 
investigation and control, not as measures of refuge 
but in order to point out the correct course, and prevent 
any similar possibilities in the future. Any report 
relying on sayings shall be absolutely unacceptable. 


Expecting that what we are stating is not in- 
tended to under-estimate the importance of control, 
the planning mind, will not be, always, an executive 
body. That is, we cannot say, at this moment, that no 
mistakes will be committed. But we can say, at this 
moment, that any mistake should inevitably, be subject 
to control and discipline, as between planning minds 
and executive bodies, there is always a distance in 
consciousness, a distance in the assessment of res- 
ponsible people, a distance in the explanation of 
practicable formulae associated with the concern to 
discharge duties.” 


We cannot say that relations between soldiers 
and citizens at the check point in Arbil, is the same in 
degree, as that of officers who led operations some- 
where, as has been pointed out by one comrade. This, 
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however, will not prevent us from demonstrating 
the right direction, control and discipline. 


You will all, Baathists, Communists, independents 
or affiliated to any political movement which may 
possibly join the Front, in the future, face the following 
question: What advantage has been gained from the 
Front? 


This question will always be put forward. This 
is one of the methods aiming at creating and deep- 
ening psychological gaps intended to become practical 
schisms by means of which opponents may break 
through. 


We may find, every now and then, that our use- 
fulness is small. But if we were to measure this use- 
fulness in relation to the framework of strategic con- 
cepts connected with the development of the founda- 
tions which, are being diligently laid down by joint 
efforts, for the sake of our people, we would find out 
that unlimited benefits are being made daily, 


Suppose the question was posed in a reverse 
order, so as 1t would not be to the advantage of those 
who may raise it. What advantage there would be if 
we were to remain in dispute with each other? 


So put, you will know the answer to the question. 
What have the Iraqi people gained by previous con- 
flicts? And what advantage had our homeland gained? 
Our concepts will thereafter, be outlined in accordance 
with the Charter of National Action. 

The extent of the advantage as figured in strategic 
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calculations and concepts is involved in the course 
we are following. 

Therefore, you ought not to be drawn into a 
discussion of secondary matters regarding the question 
of the extent of the advantage. 

Those who may try to draw your attention to 
secondary matters intend to make you skeptical. 
You must draw them to strategic concepts and make 
them argue secondary matters in the light of strategic 
concepts and vice versa. To clarify, in reply to the 
question, what have the peasants gained by the recent 
laws in comparison to direct advantages received 
by government workers; we will say that, regarding 
the whole interconnected economic chain, peasants 
are receiving big gains which, are sometimes, greater 
than those obtained by workers. The peasant, beside 
being a peasant, may send one of his sons to shool, 
while another may be serving at the armed forces. 
Moreover, his output is sold to the worker whose 
purchasing power has been raised. If the peasant was 
capable, in the past, of selling a certain amount of 
his product as the number of buyers was limited, he 
may now sell a large quantity of his agricultural pro- 
ducts. The volume of profit gained by the peasant, 
may thus be calculated. In debating, those who may 
try to draw you to secondary matters, and ask you 
what have you gained, you may offer the chain of 
economic procedures as an argument. 

Comrades, we have encountered this question 
before, as Baathists; it had been also encountered 
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by the Communist comrades, before, and we will be 
constantly encountering it. In answer to this we will 
ask; what could we have gained if we were to continue 
in one dispute, killing one another, and what would 
have been the imperialist gains, if we remained? Be- 
sides, any development could not be interpreted totally 
into profits. 

Some people try to evaluate the revolution by 
means of minor secondary matters. Revolutions, 
however, should be taken as a whole. Revolutions 
should be taken as a sum total. You are acquainted 
with the revolutionary experiences. If the greatest of 
the world time-honoured revolutions would be viewed 
through a particular era, to be evaluated accordingly, 
you would witness the worst of revolutionary formulae. 
And if that revolution was to be viewed through a 
particular small segment, you would also find out 
that it would not be worthwhile lamenting, if that 
revolution might become subject for a setback. 

The revolution, the development and the Front 
should be taken totally, not piecemeal. If you were 
to take the sum total and the indices, therein contained, 
that would make you, and make us all, proud of being 
attached to the revolution. 
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